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A CONTINUATION of 


Tous les Synodes Nationaux des Eglifees Reformées de France. 
Aufquels on a joint des Mandemens Rotaux, & Plufieurs Ler, 
tres Politiques, fur ces Matiéres Synodales, intitulées Deétrine 
Cas de Confctence, Erreurs, Impietez, Vices, Deéfordres, Apo- 
flafies, Cenfures, Sufpenfions, Anathemes, Griefs, Apels, Dé. 
bats, Procedures, Décrets, & Fugemens Défiaitiffs, concernant 
les Edits de Pactfication & leurs Infrattions, les Places de fu- 
reté & leurs Governeurs, les Chambres mi-parties & leurs 
Confeil’ers, les Affemblécs Politiques & leurs Priviléges, les 
Briverfies &F leurs Profeffeurs, les Colléges © leurs Rézens, 
les Eglifes & leurs Pafteurs, les Confiftoires & leurs Membres, 
les Collogues & leurs Departemens, les Synodes G leurs Mede- 
vateuys, Ajoints, Commiffaires, Deputes & Secretaires, qut 
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ont aprouve ces Altes, Mis au jour en deux Volumes, par Mr: 
Aymon, Vheologren & Furifconfulte Réforwd. i. €. All the 

ational Synods of the Proteffant Churches in France. To 
which are added the King’s Orders, and feveral politick Let. 
ters concerning the Subjects handled in thofe Synods ; intitul’d, 
Doétrine, Worfhip, Morals, Difcipline, Cafes of Conftience, 
Errors, Impicties, Vices, Diforders, Aroftafies, Cenfures, Suf- 
yenfions, Anathema’s, Grievances, Appeals, Debates, Pro. 
ceedings, Decrees, and decifive Jucgments, concerning the 
Fdi&ts of Pacification, and the Viclations.of ’em3 the Cau. 
tionary Towns and their Governours, the Courts of Juftice, 
whofe Judges were one half Roman Catholicks; and the other 
Proteftants and their Counfelloss, Political Affemblies and 
their Privileges, Univerfities and their Proteffors, Colleges and 
their Mafters, Churches and their Paftors, Confiftories and 
their Members, Confesences and their Jurifdi€tions, Synods 
and their Moderators, Afliftants, Commiflioners, Deputies 
and Secretaries, who have approved thefe Aéts.. In Two Vo. 
jumes, by Mr. dyaon, a Proteftant Divine.and Lawyer. Print- 
ed at the Hagve in1710, in 4to. Tom. 1. p. 784. Tom. 14. 
p. 813. Befides the Alphabetical Table, which contains 35. 


R. Aymon has committed a Miftake, by inadvertency, in 
the beginning of the Tranflation of the fourth Letter; his 


Words are thefe, Difcourfing thefe Days paft with the Ambaffzdor 


nf ihe King of Spain, about the Pretenfions of the King of Na- 
curve, bis wWlajeffy told me, for fince the Author of thefe Letters 
difcours’d with the Ambaffador of Spain, ’twas the Ambaffador 
who anfwer’d him, and not the King of Spain, as appears by the _ 
Valian Original. 

They promis’d the King of Navarze, in order to prevail with 
him to act againft the Proteftants, to give him, by way of Fa- 
vour, and not by way of Reward, fuch Sarisfa€tion in the Nezher- 
ands, or in Ita/y, as would fatisfy him. The Confequence 
{hew’d, That thefe were but Words. °Tis faid in another Letter, 
That they promis’d to give him the Kingdom of Tumis. Profper 
de Sainte Croix wroteto Rome, in his fixth Letrer, That the H#- 
guencts had a Difpute in the City of Orleans, Whether an Elective 
or Hereditary Kingdom was beft. Ido not know any thing of 
that Difpute, fays the Editor, but the Proteftants have always 
been very much additicd to the Intereft of the Royal ne. 

; he 
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The exterminating Zeal with which thar Minifter was a&ted, - 
made him fometimes write Triffles, only becaufe they were agree- 
able to hisInclinations. In this, his twentieth Letter, relating 
the Opinion of the King, and his Brothers, concerning the Prote- 
fiants, he fays, That M. d? Azguien, who was then-only a Child 
of Seven Years of Age, us’d to fay, That the Huguenots mutt be 
burnt, without Mercy. The Conftable told me this, adds that 
Prelate, who took great Pleafure in it. 

He did not only write material News, but frequently the Re- 
ports of the Town, Politicians improve every thing, and are 
frequently the Authors of thefe Repotts they make. He fays, in 
the thirty feventh Letter, they had fpread a Report, That Po/- 
trot, who kill’d the Duke de. Guife, had made fome Steps two 
Months before towards executing the fune Defign; but the Duke 
was fo kind to him, that he repented fit: Yet beina at Orleans, 
Beza reafoned fottrongly with him, «hat it would be ufeful ior. 
the Service of God, and procure to himtelf Immortal Glory, that 
he refolved to doit. Buc fince, according to our Authors own 
Confeffion, thefé. were only Reports, they ought not ve regard- 
ed. 
He informs us ina fecret Memoir join’d to the fortieth Letter? 
That the Queen of France mortally hated the Cardinal of Lor- 
ruin, and had good caufe 10 to do, efpecially, becaufe that in 
the Reign of Francis Il. Alary, Queen otf Scots, faid to her one 
Day, That fhe fhoxld never be any thing bat a Merchants Daughter, 
becaufe fhe was of the Family of Ad¢edicis: This was fuppofed to 
be fpoken by the Cardinal of Zorrain’s Perfwafion. ‘ Her Maje- 
* {ty could not forget it, faysour Author, but had not Courage 
* enough to fhew her Refentment oprily, °Tis certain, that the 
© firftt Motive which induc’d her to feud the Cardinal to the Coun- 
© cil of Treni,was to remove him out of her fight, and fhe continu- 
© ed him there for the fame cav‘e, rather than with any Profpect 
© of receiving Service from him; for which caufe, | think, 
° twill be hard to get her Majeity to recal him. 

Profper deS. Croix, had Orders to do his utmoft; that the 
Council of Trent might be reccived in France. It appears by his 
Letters, he made ufe of ail his Power for that End ; but withour 
SuccefS. 

After thefe Letters, we have one of Catherine de Medicis, 
Queen of Frazce, to the Bifhop of Rennes, her Ambaflador to 


the Emperor, wherein fhe acquaiats him with the ill Succcfs ot 
the 
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the Conferences between the Bifhops, and fome Proteftant Mini- 
{ters, about the Affairs of Religion. She fays, the Bifhops had 
prefented to her the Canons they had made in their Affembly ar 
Poiffi ; wherein fhe fays, ‘ They have touched,in a very Catholick 
© manner, upon many things, that related to the Refor mation of 
© the Manners of the Minifters of the Church; but as to their 
© Grandeur, and Plurality of Benefices, 1 leave it to you, and o- 
‘ thers, who can perufe their Canons, with more Judgment, 
‘ than [ can have in fuch Affairs, to judge how flightly they 
« have paffed over thofe things. 

She fays, inthe fame Letter, That fhe expe€ted what Fruit the 
general Council would produce; but as yet, they had made fo 

little Progref$, that fhe knew not what to promife herfelf from 

them. The Confequence fhew’d, that fhe was n-t miftaken. Tha 

Prelates of France were not come to d7ent, wiven fhe wrote this 
Letter. 

After thefe Preliminaries, come the A€ts of all the National 
Synods of the Proteitant Churches ot France. They are 29 in 
Number; the frft of which was held at Paris, the 25th of May; 
1359, and the following Days, and the laft at Loudum, from the 
3oth of November, 1659, tothe 10th of Fanuary, 1660. 

In thefe A€ts, we have an Account, how the Ditcipline of the 
Proteftant Churches in France was formed gradually, as new Ca- 
fes gave occafion for new Decrees: We have alfo a View how 
thefe Churches were oblig’d to detend themfélves all that Time, 
by their Remonftrances to their Soveraign, and by all the other 
Means that Chriltian Prudence could fuggeft, againft what the 
Roman Clergy, who had always the King of Frazce’s Ear, did to 
deftroy them. We have here alfo the Decifion of feveral Cafes 

t Confcience, and a great many other things of Importance, 
which make the reading of ’em both profitable and pleafant ; but 
it not being poffible to give am exact Extra& of ’em in this Place, 
I {hall content my felf with fome kemarks. 

Mr. Aymon has plac’d before thefe A@s, A Catalogue of all 
the Paftors and Proteftant Chdtches of France and Bearn, as 
‘twas brought to the 27th National Synod, held at A/encon, in 
1673. His Remark at the end of this Catalogue, is as follows, 

* This Catalogue is the laft which was produc’d in the Natio- 
* nal Synods of the faid Proteftant Churches, whofe Number was 
* 626, and their Paftors 641, asappears by the Cyphersin every 
* Line of the faid Catalogue, where there are 1$0 Churches an 

* nexd, 
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, nexd, which were not put in the Acconnt: So that the whole 
« Number of Proteftans Churches in France, was 806, when 
, there were but 64% Paficzs; from whence it follows, thar there 
, were 365 Churches deftitute of Paftors, when this Catalogue 
. was writ. 

It feemsto me, fays M. Berzard, There are two Faults of In- 
advertency in this Remark. The frit is, Fhatas there were feve- 
sal Churches, as appears by the fame Catalogue, which had more 
than one Paftor; according to M. Aymon, there were more 
Churhces deftitute of Paftors than he mentions, fof in this Ac. 
count, he afligns a Paftor to everyChurch. The fecond Fault is, 
That the Churches call’d Annex’d, cannot be call’d Churches de- 
ftitute of Paftors, for that can only be faid of thofethat us’d tro 
have one Paftor, buthad then none. In order to underftand this, 
we mult know, that when thefe Churches were founded, the 
neighbouring Places, where there were but few Protettants, or 
that they had not Wherewithal to maintain a Paftor,join’d together 
to keep one, and this Paftor belong’d equally to all thefe Churches 
thus united. He went fometimesto one Place ; fometimes to ano- 
ther; and fometimes dwelt by turns in ’em. 

Afterwards the King of France forbid the Minifters to Preach 
in feveral Places, which was a great Prejudice to the Churches. 
Many who were not able to maintain a Minifter, had no publick 
Worfhip among ’em, but were obliged to go elfewhere for ir ; 
and abundance, who did their utmoft to maintain a Minifter among 
themfelves, at their own Charge, were not able, becaufe of their 
Poverty, to maintain em as they fhould have been. 

But though it be generally granted, That the Number of Mi- 
nifters was too fmall alwioft in all thefe Proteftant Churches, yet 
Peis certain, that France was not the only Place where one Mi- 
nifter ferved 2 or 3 Chuicnhes, °Tis the fame at this Day in 
Swifferdind, tho’ the Proteitant Religion be eftablifh’d there, for 
"tis better when the Flock is not numerous, for one Minifter to 
ferve feveral, that he may have a greater Salary to live upon, and 
buy Books, than for every Church to havea Minifter, who muft 
always be Poor, and not have W herewith to ftudy. 

At the end of the Articles unon the general Matters, drawn 
up in the firft Naticnal Synod, Mr. Aymon obferves, that thefe 
Acticles being 40 in ‘vumber, were the firft that were drawn up 
to ieive as a Foundation of Ecelefiattical Difcipline to the Prote- 
flant Churches in France, at the Time of the nen = 

after- 
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648 Che Comks of the Le arnen; 
afterwards that Difcipline was regulated by degrees, according to 
the Neceflity’s of feveral Churches, and writ in'r4 Chapters or 
Se€tions, containing 222 Articles.more large than the firtt, as ap- 
pears from the Ags of thefeSynods. *Iwasin this Synod, the 
Confeffion of Faith was drawa up, though nothing be faid of i; 
in the A€ts, as-here related. °Tis faid pofitively in the A&s of 
the Synods held at Rochelle, in April, 1571. In the Synod of 
Orleans, held in-t 362, That they condem'd a Book, intitul’d, Traité 
de la Difcipline & Police Chretiene, 1.€. A Lreatife of Difci- 
pline and Chriftian Policy, publifh’d by Fobn Mores, becaufe the 
Authors condemn’d, and overturn’d, in that Book, che Order us’d in 
the Churches, and the Book contain’d unfound Doftrine, tending 
to the Deftruétion and © ontufion of rie Church. 

In the next Synod, held 2° Lyons, in 1563, They condemn’d a 
Book, intitul’d, La Declaration die Myflere au Secret de Dieu. i.e. 
A Declaration of the Niyiicry of the Secret cf God, demonftra- 
ted by two Figuers; and anotier Manvuferiot one; intirul’d, Le 
Miroir del’ Anticbrift. i.e. The Mirror of Abrichrift, both full 
of .Rlafphemies, Herefies, empty and {candaious Propofals. They 
declar’d their Authors unworthy of the Minifiry, or any other Ec. 
clefiaftical Office. ; 

In the Synod of Rochelle, held in 1581, They condemn’d a 
Book, intitul’d, L’ Hiffeire de France. i. e. The Hiftory of France, 
Printed in the fame City, becauteic fpoke ill and difrefpeétfully 
of Mattersof Religion ; that there were feveral vain, talfé and 
calumnious-Things init, which defam’d feveral good Men, both 
living and dead; They alfo condem’d a Latin Book on Geze/is, 
by Fames Broceard, a Premontois, Printed at Rochelle, as full of 
Profanations of the Holy Scriptures, Impieties, and very perni- 
cious Errors, efpecially concerning Revelations and Prophecies. 

In the Synod held at Saumur, in 1596, They condemn’d the 
Thefesof Axtoine de Lefcaille, as containing feveral Points of er- 
soneous Do€trine, contrary to the Analogy of Faith, efpecially 
asto Jultifcation. 

In that held at Montpellier, in. 1595, They condem’d feveral 
Books, writ ior the re-union of Chriftians, to the Prejudice of 
Truth. After that Time, the Affairs handled in the Synods be- 
came more numerous, partly, becaufe Henry 1V. having chang'd 
his Religion, he wasnos fo tavourable to the Proteftants as before. 

Inthe Syncd of Gap, heldin 1603, They refolved to inlert in 
the Confeilion of Faith, the Article concerning Axrichrif?, where 
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tis declar’d, that the Pope is that Amtichrift, and the Son of Per- 
dition. ; 

Inthe Synod cf Rochelle, held in 1607, They ordered a Book 
to befupprefs’d, intitul’d, Evenchas Novae Datirine. (n that fame 
Synod, being inform’d, that Henry IV. did not approve the Arti- 
cle concerning the Pope, drawn up in theSynod of Gap, they 
ordered the Impreffion of it to be ftopt, provided no Boily fhould 
be molefted, for Preaching or Maintaining that Doétiine, or for 
what of ’em were already Printed. 

In the Synod held at Privas, in 1612, They carefully exami- 
ned the Queftion, Whether *twas lawful to Baptize Children with- 
out Preaching: The Mater was argued pro and con, and judg-d 
to be very problematical. They alfo confuted the Opinion of 
Pifcator, who deny’d the Imputation of the Ative Righteoufhefs 
of Jefus Chrift. This Queftion had been handled in the prece- 
ding Synods. 

Inthe following Synod, held at Toxvezas, in 1614, To which 

they referred the Decifion of the Time in which Children oughe 
to be baptized, *ewas determined tharit fhould not be lawful to 
Baptize without Preaching either before or immediately after. 
This was a little chang’d in the Synod of Charenton, An, 1631. 
In the fameSynod they drew up an Article, which imported, 
© That becaufe the pernicious Dottrine of the Jefuits agaiaft the 
Life, Eftatesand Authority of Soveraigns, was publifh’d every 
Day more impudently, by the Caieis of that Se@, Suarez 
having improved that Doftrins more than his Compani- 
ons, in aPiece he hadlately publifi'd. The Synod deteft- 
ing that abominable Dottrine, with its Authors,exhorted all the 
Faithfull to hate and abhor it, and that all thofe who were 
Paftors fhould combat it Valiantly, and Maintain, in ConjunGi- 
on with the Right of God, that of the Soveraign Powers 
whom he had ordain’d. 
In that Synod, They alfo drew up fome Expedicnts, to re- 
unite the Chriftian Churehes, which had fhaken cif the Pope’s 
Yoke, and to adjuft the Differences that had happen’d, or might 
happen among ‘em inTime to come. Thefe Expedients are 
worth reading. °Iwas thought proper, among other things, thar 
a fmall Affembly fhould be call’d of Deputies, from all theic 
Churches. That there was no fitter Place for fuch an Aticmbl, 
than Zeland, and that all Difputes fhauld be forbid in it. 
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In the Synod, held at A/ais, in 1620, They received ‘and ap: 
proved the Canons of the Synod of Dort, and obliged all Pro- 
teffors and Minifters to follow that Doétrine. The Deputies of 
the Reformed Churches ot Fraace would have been at that Synod, 
if Lewis XU. of France, had not forbid them. 

The Synod held at Charenton, in 1623, Was the firft wherein 
they had a fecular Commiflioner from the King, of the Proteftant 
Religion. They refolved there, to make Remonftrances to the 
King, that they might not be fubje€t to a Law, which unjufily 
branded their Churches. 

They received Letters from the Church of Gezeva, which 
fhew’d, that the faid Church agreed with thofe of France, 
in all effential Points, as well as in Circumftances and Ceremo- 
nies ; and that in order to a further Conformity to them, they 
had followed their Advice, to add fome Words of Exhortation, 
wien they diftbributed the confecrated Bread and Wine ; and in- 
ftead of Unleavened Bread, which they had us’d till that Time, 
ro comply with the neighbouring Churches of the Canton of Berz, 
they would afterwards make ufe of Common and Leavened 
Bread ; Tiat whereas the Elders had formerly affifted the Paftors 
in diftributing the Cup, they refolved that it fhould afterwards be 
diftributed by Paftors, and confirm’d the Refolution of the former 
Synods, that in all Churches, none fhould diftribute the Cup bur 
Paftors. 

In the Synod held atCharenton, in 1623, The King’s Deputy 
declar’d, that his Majefty would not have Foreign Minifters to 
ferve in his Kingdom, and took it very ill, that the Synod of 
A/ais had obliged Paftors, by Oath, to approvea Doétrine, which 
was appointed in a Foreign Government, meaning the Synod of 
Dort. They made Kemonttrances to the King againtt both thefe 
Articles. They obtained at that Time, for the firlt, That Foreign 
Minifters, who a€tually ferv’d in the Kingdom, might continue 
there, but that they fhould receive no new ones Ubon the {fe- 
cond Article, they reprefented, That by receiving rhe Synod of 
Dort, they had only confirm’d the Do€trine already received in 
the Proteftant Churches of the Kingdom. Yet, to give the King 
full Satista€tion, they ordered, that toc the future, when an Oath 
fhould be taken in Churches and Univerfities, it fhould be done 
in fuch a Form as had no relation to that which had been usd 
for the Synod of Dort ; brt as ’tis exprefS'd in a Canon, drawn 
up in the Synod of Chareaton, printed and inferted in the — 

r. 
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Mr. Aymoa has made fome Remarks on feveral Perfons, whe 
were fent to this Synod. 

It appears by the manner in which thef€ Articles are writ that they 
are not the very A&ts of that Synod, but an Hiflorical Relation 
of what pafs’d in it, oran Abridgment of thefe A&ts ; bur very 

Circumftantial, and ’tis the fame as to the following Syncods. 
Twas in that of Charenton, held in 1631, That they refolved 
Lutherans might, without abjuring their Principles, be received 
into the Communion of the Keformed Churches. They order'd 
exprefly in the Synod, that the Profeffors of Philofophy in tke 
Academy’s which depended on them, fhould teach Metaphyficks. 
Ms. Aymon has alfo added Remarks on fome of the Mini- 
fters of that Synod, and of thofe that follow. 

In the Synod of Alencon, held in 1637, The Face of the 
Churches Affairs was very much chang’d. We need only read 
the Speech which the King’s Commiflioner made to ’em, to be 
convined, that the Court did all they could to fap the Foundati- 
ons of theit Liberty, which greatly perplex’d the Deputies. The- 
examined alfo in this Synod, the Opinions of Mr. Amyrauld, and 
Mr. Tetard, on what they call Umverfahfm. They condemned 
fome of their Expreffions, as fubje&t to dangerous Confepuences ; 
yet they were fatisfy’d with the Explications they gave of them, 
and fent them back with Honour. °*Twas not the fame with Mr 
dela Milletiere, againft whom Mr. Amyrau/d wrote afterwards 
He publifh’d a Book for the Re-union of Religion, for which they 
threatned, if he did not change his Opinions, to excommunicaic 
him, which they did the next National Syned, and he died in the 
Rowman Religion. Mr. Aymon callshim a Miniter, bur Idoubx 
whether he ever was one, fays Mr. Berzard. 

In that held at Charenton, in 1645, under the Reign of Louis 
XIV. ’Tis plain, by the Speech of the King’s Commiltioner, that 
the Affairs of the Proteftants grew worfe and worfe, and: that 
the Court retrench’d fome of their Privileges every Day. Inihis 
Synod, they drew up a Formulary for the Baptifm of ‘ews and 
Pagans, whoturn’d Chriftians ; Toey condemned 2 Book, which 
deny’d that Sin was imputed. 


The laft National Synod was held at Loudun, about the end of 


1659, and the beginning of 1660. The King’sCommifhon:; de 
elai’d, that his Majefiy wculd have no more National Synods held 
iil Rethoughe fit, and, indeed, there has been none fince. He 
forbid the Proteftants to fend their Children to fiudy out of the 
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Kingdom, on pretence, that they went to ftudy in Republicks 
where they might learn Republican Principles. That Prohibition 
was afterwards revok’d. He would not fuffer theSynods to have any 
Correfpondencewith Forreigners. In Obedience to thisCommand, 
they prefemed to the Commiffioner all the Letters writ to ’em by 
rotreigners, feal’d asthey came to hand. The Commiflioner ha- 
ving read them firft, fuffered them to be read in the Synod, but 
forbid them to return any Anfwer. 

Several Churches earneftly defired that the Article concerning 
Osijginai Sin, drawn up in the former, might be foften’d ; Upoa 
which, they order’d, that for the future, all Paftors and Students 
in Divinity, who offer’d themfelves to be received into the Hoiy 
Miniftry, fhould only be oblig’d to fign the Tenth and Eleventh 
Articles of the Confefiion of Faith. Fhey forbad, at the fame 
iime, all Perfonsto Preach or Print again{t the Imputation, mei- 
tioned by the fatd Synod, in the faid Article, and that they {hould 
not make the leait Alteration ia it. 

The famous Mr. Al-ras was cleared in this Synod, from all the 
bitter Acenfations brought againft him, and was appointed to férve 
the Church of Parzs. 

The Synods of France were fo careful to hinder any Change in 
the Tranflation of the Bible, in the Notes, Liturgie and Catechifm 
tor the Ulfe of the Churches, that it having been propos’d in one 
cf thefe Afiemblies, to change the Word Dammation, usd in the 
Catechifm, where it fpeaks of Fefus Chriff, ’twasrefus'd. This 
“as propos'd again in the Synod of Leadun, where the Propofers 
reprefented, thar infeveral Editions of the Pfa/ms, this Word was 
changed into that of Comdemnation: Upon which, the Synod 
judging that thefe two Words fignify one and the fame thing, left 
as Liberty of the Printer, to ule which of ’em they 
pleas’d. 

Though we have been long enough upon this Extract, we have 
touch’d only ona few Matters. ’Tis certain, The Book contains a 
great many curious Things, very inftru€tive for all thofe wha 
would know the Hiftory, Difcipliae, and chief Principles of the 
Proieftant Churches in France. If there be a Second Edition, the 
Miftakes that have happened in the proper Names, fhould be 
curetully corretted. 
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Guatheri Chriftopb, Schil-Hamert ds Nitro cum Veterum, tus 
noftro Commentatio, Qua utriufgue ortus & natura excutiune 
tur, multa deo veterum Greecorum Latinorum Arabum loca cor- 
rupta emendantur,' © explicantur, virturefque ejus & utilitates 
ad recte raticnis leges expenduntur. Amftelodami, apud Finf>- 
nio Waesbergios, 1709. i.e. A Treatife of the Nitre of the 
Ancients, and of common Nitre. W/erein the Origin and No 
ture of both is enquir'd into, the particular Vertues and tite 
Ufe of em are examin’d; and feveral Puflages of Greet, Latin 
and Arabick Authors, concerning that Mineral, are corrected 
and explain’d. By Gonthier Chriftophie Schelbames, At Am- 
flerdam, 1709. 8. p. 243. 


HE famous Herman Conringius, Father-in-Law to the Au- 
thor, propos’d to give usa compleat Treatife of Salt, Ni- 
treand Allum. Healfo made an Entrance upon that Matter, ina 
Difcourfe, wherein he explains the Nature of Salt, bur being di- 
verted from that Work, by more urgent Affairs, he died without 
having put thereft of his Defign in Execution. M. Sebelbamer, 
his Son-in law, a Perfon noted for divers Sclid, and much cfteem’d 
Writings, undertakes here to make up the Lofs, by handling 
that Subje&t thoroughly, as M. Conrngzus defign’d to have done. 
He begins with Nitre, after which he propofes to continue his !n- 
uiries into the Nature of Ailum, as well as the ditterent forts of 
Vitricl Hefhews, hy the Learning that is diffusd throughout 
the Treatife, that the Study of good Literature is nog at all incom- 
patible with an exatt Knowledge of the Phyficks, Anatomy and 
Chymiftry. of the Moderns. In fine, it were to be wiff’d, that 
the Book were as corre€tiy printed, as itis politely writter. 

The Workis divided into fixteen Chapters, which we fhall run 
over, oneafter another, and ina few Words, fhew the moit re- 
markable Contents of each. The whole is reduc’d to thefe difte- 
rent Heads , the Origin of the Nitre of the Ancients, and of com. 
mon Nitre; the Places which produce them ; the Nature of both , 

the 


e 

io 
TD 
es 













654 Che lozks of the Luannen, 


the manner after which the firft is produc’d ; and how the Cecond 
is compos'd; the Virtues of the faid Minerals, with refpeé to 
Phyfick, and the Medicines which are form’d of ’em, by the 
Affiftance of Art; and laftly, the other Ufes, both Publick and 
Private, to which thev areconverted. 

M. Schelbamer examines in the rft Chapter, what Nitre is ia 
general, from whence it takes it Name, and in what Clafs of 
mixt Bodies it may be rane’d. He derivesthe Word ( Nitie ) from 
the Hebrew Nether, which fignifies the fame thing; and con- 
cludes, that notwithf{tanding the Opinion of thofe Chymifts, who 
account Nitre to be a Salt, tis more proper to place it among 
concrete Juices. He obferves, that the drabiovs call it Basrach, 
a Term that can mean nothing elfe but the comi:on Bos ax, which, 
in Arabick, is call’d Tincar, 

He treats afterwards ( Chapter II.) of the N.vve of the An. 
cients, who ( fayshe ) make three feverai kinds ot \\. viz. Virre, 
properly fo call’d, Apbrowitre, and the Scum of Nitre; to: our 
Author diftinguifnes Aphbronitrum degoirev, trom dApbros Nitroz 
eepos Nitps. We thall obferve by and by, upon whar Reafons he 
founds that Diftin€tion. Nitre, properly io cailed, is only known 
by the Defcription which P/iny has left us of it, neither Dio/co- 
rides, not Galen, nor any other Author that we have feen, having 
given themfelves the Trouble of defcribing a Produétion fo lirtle 
regarded as Nitre was in their Time. "Twas a Saline Juice, made 
thick by Nitural or Artificial Heat, and became condens’d upon 
the Surface of Nitrous Soiland Waters, and alfo at the bottom, 
and upon the fides of the Ponds or Trenches which receive thofe 
Waters. The Ancients had never any foffile Nitre, though George 
Agricola, and others, who relying on his Aurhosity, have fallen 
into the fame Error, faid the contrary, Nite wus found in feve- 
ral Places in Europe, Afra and Africa, but with this diterence, 
Taat in Evrope, the Water fupply’d us for moft part with what 
we had of it; whereas that of Affa was a Produftion, or the 
Surface of the Earth; and that of Africa was the Fruit of the 
Labour and Induftry of the Eeyptions, who turn’d off the Water of 
the Ni/e, and caus’d it to run into Holes, refembling our Sale Pits, 
at the bottom of which the Nitre was cryftailiz’d, by the Eva- 
poration of the Water. All thefe kinds of Nitre were different 
tn Subltance, Colour and Taft. There was one fort fpungy and 
loofe, another more compaét, hard and fiony. The ditfrenr 
Colours were White, Grey and Redifi, the Tafi of the Nise 
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was very like that of Sea Salt, except that the former was more 
— and fome kinds of it were bitter, in a greater or keer 

epree. 

The Aphronitre, and theScum ofthe Nitre, are the Subjects of 
the Third and Fourth Chapters, Several Authors have improper- 
ly confounded thefe two kinds, which ought to be dittinguifhed, 
as M. Sche/bamer has endeavour’d to prove by the Authority of 
Galen, and by the Texts of Pliny and Dzofcorides, which he has 
takencare tocorreét and illuftrate. He makes it appear, that this 
Error came originally from the Arabians, who hadtrarfluted the 
Greek Phyficians into their Language, without underftanding 
them, or due InfSrmation of the Truth of the Faéts in queftion. 
It refults from the whole critical Diicuffion of our Author, that 
Aphronitre drop’d from the Roofs of certain Caves, and was 
condens’d into Lumps, which were afterwards exnos'd tc the 
Sun, to bedried: That it was produc’d in cettain Provinces of 
Afia, and that the principal Ue of it was to clear the Skin of 
thofe that us’d the Baths: That the Scum of Nitre was properly 
the Flower, or the fineft, lighteft and cleareft Part of that Mine- 
tal, which was form’d upon the Surfaces of a Nitrous Soil, when 
- was heated by the Rays of the Sun, after the falling of the 

ew. 

Our Author, after having {poke in the Fifth Chapter, of fome 
other forts of Nitre, not fo well known, which were extracted 
out of the Afhes of certain Trees, he fhews in the following 
Chapter, thatthe Reafon why thefe different kinds of Nitre are 
at this Day entirely unknown to the Europeans, is not becanfe 
they do not ftill exift, as may be particulariy afferted of Nitre, 
properly fo call’d, in which the Lwrfs drive a great Trade, un- 
der the Name of Natron, and is found in fuch, abundance in Ara- 
bia Deferta, that Belten, who travelled into that Country, re- 
ports there’s enougu to load feveral Ships. M, Scbelbamer al- 
ledges fundry Reafons, which have probably contributed to the 
utter Oblivion of this Produftion of Nature in the Welt. He 
fays, the principal Caufes, wee the Declenficr of the Romana Em- 
pire; the [rruption of the Burberians, as wil from the North as 
the South; the Decay of Learning, and Commerce with the In- 
habitants of the Ealt; and tre !svcution of Salt-Peter, or Mo- 
dern Nitre, 

M. Schelbamer has met with nothing in Hiftory, whichcan 
aflift him to fx the certain Date o fthis Invention, and to a 
who 
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who were the firft Authors of it. However, he fuppofes, that it 
came to us from the Arabsans ; and the rather, becaufe the great 
Scarfiry of Natural Nitrein that Country cid probably fet them at 
Work to contrive the Artificial Sort that we make ufe of: 

Inhis Eighth Chapter, he gives us fome curious Particulars of 
the different Way of making Nitre in feveral Countries, and the 
Signs by which we may know what Soil contains it. The 
Nitre which is made %n Exrope, is aot wrought without the Ad- 
dition of a certain g antity of Afhes, whereas the Indians make 
theirs without it. The Inhabitants drive fo confiderable a Traf.- 
fick of it, that the Province of Asmera alone, which has no o- 
ther Riches but irs Nitre, pays yearly to the Great Mogul their 
Soveraign, between 32 and 33 Millions of Money: And M. Sehei- 
bamer here affures us, that in Avguj/? 1706,the Fleet of the India 
Company brought to Helland 2175870 pound weight of Nitre, 
made in the Indtes. 

{n the viiith Chapter, our Author gives us his fentiments as to 
the Origine and Generation of Nitre. He is fo far from being of 
the Opinion of thofe who believe that all the Nitre in the World 
was created at the Beginning, that he afferts this Mineral, as well 
as other Foffiics, without excepting Stones and Metals, grows 
every Day, and receives new Additions, which he endeavours to 
prove by feveral Examples. He is pofitive that the Earth is the 
real Metrix which contains the Nitre 5 and that though the Aft 
iiftance of Water and Heat is neceflary both to extraét and per- 
feftir, yet “tis an Errorto imagine that there are any Waters Ni- 
trous by-Nature, and that in particular thofe of the Ny/e have 
that Quality, and thereby contribute to render the Soil of Egypt 
fruitful: "Vis {o far from being true, fays he, that this Fertility is 
owing tothe Nitre carried about by the Water of the Ni/e, more 
than to its OverHowing the Ground, that all the Countries fituate 
under the fame Climate, and expos’d to the like Inundations, are 
very fertile, altho’ the Waters which overflow them do not yield 
one Grain of Nitre; befides, tis obfervable, thac the Soil, wa'ch 
is impregnated with Nitrous Juices, isufually barren. 

M, Sche/bamer applies himfelf in the next.Chapter, to refute 
the Hypothe/s of feveral Natural Philofophers, touching the 
Nature and Origine of Nitre, and firft Attacks, M. Afayo, who 
held that a Nitrous Spirit in the Air was the principal of the Ge- 
neration of that mix’d Body , and tho’ the Opinion ot that Lear- 
ned Englijtraa wasback’d with a more than common Approba- 
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tion by Meflicurs Bagliv/, and Guglie/mini, yet our Aathor re- 
{pects it never the more, but thews by feveral Arguments and Ex- 
perimenrs, and particularly that of Alerictte, which fem deci- 
five, thatthe Pretended Niitro-gerial Spirit of May? is a meer 
Chimera. After the fame manner, he confutes the Opinion of 
thofe, who will have Nitre to be compounded of Acid and AL 
kali, and ttrongly argues, that the Chymical Analyfis, by which 
thofe two forts of Salts are extratted from Nitre, produces them 
by the Agitation and Violence of the Fire. In the Compofitioa 
of Nitre, he admits neither Sulphur, nor Sa/Vo/ati/e, nor Com. 
mon Salt, though fome Chymifts are of this Opinion, whole 

eterminations he is very far from fub{cribing to. 

[In the next Place, he proceeds to the Hyporhefis which M. Guz- 
lielmini, in his Differtation, in form of a Letter (de Salibus ) 
has endeavour’d to revive, and re-eftablifh, by fupporting it with 
all the Arguments he is able, to deduce from Geometry, ia which 
Science he excells. This Learned Ita/ran affzrts, that there are in 
Nature but four forts of Primisive Salts; the Sule of the Ocean, 
Nitre, Alfumand Vitriol, which, according to him, are not fub- 
ject to Corruption, nor frefh Generation, and thateich of them 
appropriate a Figure, which is effza:ial and and peculiar to them- 
felves. And fince the Reputation which M, Guglie/minz had ac- 

vir'd by his Works, might have been efficatious enough to pre- 
poffefs the World,in favour of an Hypothelis,which he had adop- 
ted, M. Sche/bamer thought he could not combat his Syftem with 
too much Care; though, othsrwife, he treats him with all tae 
Refpett that is due tohis Merit, {pends his whole Tenth Chipter 
on this Subject, and applieshimfelf ro prove, agrinft this [radix 
Phyfician, that thofé four kinds of Salts are fo far from being ua- 
changeable, that they may be entirely wafted, and aifo transtorm- 
ed into one another; that they are produced every Day, and 
that the feveral Figures which they feem to affumz2, are fo little 
effgntial to them, that they proceed only from the Solution of the 
Salts, and in no wife from the Nature of their Particles, whofe 
true Figure, he fays, can never be demonftrated. . 

We will not enter into the Difcuffion of his Proofs, but refer 
to his Difcourfe, and pafs on to the Eleventh Chapter, wherein 
he lays down the Differences which diftinguifh common Nitre 
from the Nitre of the Ancients, aud wherein he difcoversto us 
the Properties of both, The Differences are theft. Our Salt-Pe- 
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er is entirely confum’d by Fire, and totally diffolved by Water, 
but the Nitre of the Ancients, the Natron of the People of 
the Eaft, does not fo; This is harder, more compact, and lefg 
tranfparent, than the other, Salt-Peter leaves a cool Impreffion 
upon the Tongue, which Natron does not, but on the other 
hand, is more bitter; befides, the latter is of various Colours, 
whereas the former is always White. They agree in this, that 
horh forts whiten the Solution of Sublimate, they do nor make 
Blew Paper Ked ; and don’t hinder Lime-Water from becoming 
Yellow, by the Addition of Sublimates and they turn the Infufion 

of Gall-Nuts into a white Jelly. 

"The Twelfth Chaprer treats of the Medicinal Properties of 
both fortsof Nitre. That of the Ancients ferv’d for Embalming, 
healingof Ulcers, clearing the Fye-fight, to cure Difeafes. in the 
Skin,to afluage the Toothach,with that of the Gcut, land to caufe 
Sweat; and it operated all thefe different Ways, ony by outward 
Application. Taken inwardly, it gave Eafe to Perfons troubled 
with the Dropfy, cur’d the Cholick, the Jaundice, Afthma,veteran- 
Coughs, the Squinancy, &c. As for our Salt-Peter, though tis 
very feldom us’d externally, there is no doubr but by rendering 
it more common, it would be found to have the fame Vertues as 
the Nitre of the Ancients ; However that be, Salt-Peter is taken 
inwardly with great fuccef$ inraging Fevers, and efpecially fuch 
as are Malignant, in all inflaming Difeafes, in thofe which take 
their Rife from Obftru€tions, in the Stoppage of Urine, Cho. 
licks, &c.. | 
[h the Thirteenth Chaptez, M. She/bamer treats very largely of 
the divers Preparations of Nitre, invented by the Chymifts. But 
we fhall not infift upon this, nor upon the Cenfure he pronounces 
egainft thofe two famous Apothecaries, Shreder and Zwoelfer, 
whom he runs down, as to divers Chymical Performances, with 
refpett to Nitre, and makes the whole to appear rediculous. He 
employs the two laft Chapters of the Work on the Ufefulnefs of 
Nitre, for feveral Occafions, both private and publick. The Ufe 
which is made of it in the Preparation of Gunpowder, of which 
it isthe chief Ingredient, is one of the moft confiderable. Our 
Author handles this Point at large, and explains, with great Pro- 
bability, the prodigious Operations of this admirable Compofiti- 
on. He does not attribute its Thundering Noife to the letting 
loofe the Elaftick Particles of the Air, mingled in the Salt-Peter, 
but only tothe Rarefaction of the {mall Mafles of Water which 
are 
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ate imprifon’d init; and he has endeavour’d to juftify that Opini- 
on, by the Experiment of little Glaf§ Bottles feal’d Hermetically, 
with a little Water in them and being thrown into the Fire, burit 
with a great Noife, which they will not do, whey they are filled 
with nothing but Air. 





Novum Teftamentum Grecum cum LeGionibus Variantibus M{. 
Exemplarium, Verfionum, Editionum, 8.3. Patraum © Scripio- 
um Eecleftafticorum, & in eas dem Notis. Accedunt Loca Secrip- 
ture parallella, aliaque exegetica. premittitur DijJertatio de L:- 
bris N. T. &7 Canonts Conftitutione & S. Textus, N. Federis a/ 
noltra usque Tempora Hiltoria Studio Ladore Joannis Milli, 
S.T. P. Collefionem Millianam recenfuit, Meliort crdine difpofurt 
novifyue acceffionibus locupletavit Ludolphus Kuiterus. Rotero- 
dami, apud Gafparum Fritfch, c& Michaelem Bohm, i. e. The 
Greek New Teltament, with the ditterent Readings collected 
from the Manufcripts, Verfions and Editions of the Holy Fa- 
thers, and Eccefiaftick Authors, with Notes upon the faid Kea- 
dings: To which are added, The Parallel Texts, and others, ¢- 
ferving for Explanation: There is alfo preixd, a Differtation, 
touching the Books of the New Teftament, and the Formati- 
on of the Canon, with the Hiftory of the New Teftament 
to this prefent Time. By Mr. A17//, Profeffor in Divinity. The 
whole ColleCtion revis’d, digefted into a better Order, and en- 
rich’d with new Additions. By Mr. Kufter. Printed at Rotter- 
dim, 1710. in Folio Prolegom. pag, 168. Text. pag. 632. 


R. Aii/?s Edition of the New Tefltament in Exgland, was 

fo much enquired after by all the Learned, as foon as ic 

came forth, that there were few who had not feen ir, before we 

could have Time to give an Account of it, fays M. Bernard. bor 

this Reafon, he only gives an Account of the Alterations and Ad- 

ditions made to it, in the new Edition of ir, lately publith’d at 
Rotterdam, 
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The firft thing which prefents its felf to your View, is the 
Pretace of Mr. Kafter, which deferves to be read. After ha- 
ving given Mr. Al! his due Praife, he fays, That thofe who 
would explode the ufe of Criticks upon the Sacred Volumes, 
not only as unprofitatle, but pernicious, feem not well to un- 
derftand what they would be at. They cannot deny that there 
are various Readings, and they dare not avouch that Robert 
Stephen, or the other Publifhers.of the New-Teftament, were 
lafpired fo, as never to miftake the true Text of the Apofiles ; 
efpeeially, confidering the difterence there is between the Ma- 
nufcripts which they hud in their Hands. Either thof2 different 
Readings are of fome Importance, cr they arenot. It the tor- 
mer, why fhould thofe precious Monuments of Antiquity be 
fupprefs’d, by the afliftance of which, we are capable to difco- 
ver the true Reading of the Sicred Text ? If the latter, why 
fhould they not be Publifh’d? fince they are fo far from 
preiudicing Religron, that they may be very ferviceable to it, 
by thewing the admirable Conformity there is between the pro- 
digious number of Manufcripts, Editions, Verfions and°Quota- 
tions of the Scriptures in every thing, tho’ of never fo little 
Concern. This will eafily appear, by comparing all the various 
Keadings, Colle€ted with fo much Care by Mr. Mi//; for except 
a very imall Number, all thofe difizrent Readings are of no 

mportance: However, this does not diminifh the value of that 
Learned Man’s Work, but on the contrary, advane’d it; fince 
the Confequence which may be drawn from it is-this; that we 
have the Sacred Text as perfeét as is neceflary, to make it the 
Foundation of our Faith. ; | 

M. Kujler afterwards explains the Nature and various forts of 
the dificrent Readings. It muft needs be laid down as a Prin- 
ciple, That of all the different Readings of one and the fame 
Fext, there can be but one which jis true. So that when we 
hav. the Characters whereby we may know the true one, all the 
reit are not to pafs for difterent Readings, but for Corruptions 
of the Text, whatever may be the caufe thereof. Thus if we 
had had the Originals of the Apoftles.at rhis Day, there would 
bz no different Readings. But becaufe we have ’em not, and 
there is many times reafon todoubt which of all the difterent 
ltcadings is the truef{t, we ought to take all the Corruptions of 
the Text tor different Readings, provided the Error be not fo 
vihole that there is.no room to queftion it; at leaft they ought 

to 
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to be look’d upon as fuch, ‘cill the true Reading be certainly 
difcover’d by the Principles of Solid Criticifm. 

After this Explication Mr. Kuffer divides the different Read- 
ings into four Kinds. 1. Thofe which are improperly call’d fo. 
2. Thofe which are Ambiguous. 3. The true ones, bur not 
very important. And 4¢by, Thofe which are of moment. 
Upon all thofe various Readings he makes Ufefui and Judicious 
Refle€tions, all which we cannot repeat, without Copying his 
his Preface. He obferves for Inftance, that the different manner 
after which feveral Writers ufe to Spell, the fame Word muft 
not be taken for fo many different Readings, the Orthography of 
the Greek Language being not the fame at all times, nor in all 
places. For Example; fome Authors write ‘pnyy, others eany, 
fome, aytel, others, avr, ce. There are feveral different 
Readings of this fort in Mr. Als//’s Colle€&tion, which we be- 
lieve he put down, only becaufe he would not be guilty of 
Omitting any thing on that Subje€t. 

As to thofe which are Ambiguous, we are to pluce in this 
Rank all thofe colle€ted from the Quotations of the Fathers, 


when “tis uncertain whether they were fo in their Copies, or: 


whether quoting them by Memory, they have not forgot the 
proper Terms of the Original. °Tis requifite to proceed with 
precaution inthat Cafe. In the meantime, if the manner after 
which a Paffage is quoted in the Works of a Father, does not 
appear in any Ancient Manufcript or Verfion, nor in any other 
Father of the Church, ’tis to be fupnposd that the Reading is 
falfé, and that the fame is owing only to the forgetfulnefs of 
him who makes the quotation. Butif it be corroborated by the 
Authority of one or two other Fathers of the Church, and nor 
to be found in any Minufcript or Verfion, the fame ought to be 
ranged amoneft thofe which are doub:ful. 

As to the different Readings, which are of fome Importance, 
and whereof there are very tew in this Collettion, in compari- 
fon co the others, M. Ku/er in his Preface makes Remarks upon 
fome Places, of which, Mr. AIz// has made no mention; and 
Corrects fome others, wherein he believ’d that Learned [Man was 
miftaken. Of thofe Miftakes, there’s one very pleafans, as fol- 
lows Mi, 4i// has fet down a different Reading from Suid 
concerniug a Paffige which he thought tuae Author hac quo 
from Luke 16. 2. whereas the fame was rally a Quotation tro 
Ariftopbanes, Bat as Mi. Kufter has Correttcag Mr. Auld | 
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Places where he is miftaken, onthe other hand, he fometimes 
vindicates him againft fuch Criticks as he thought had cenfur’d 
him without juft Caufe, ‘ 

Laftly, M. Kufter tells us in his Preface what Additions and 
other Alterations he has made inthis New Edition. He has 
compared the Text with 12 Manutcripts, which Mr. Mi// had 
never feen. Of thofe 12, there are 9 inthe King of France's 
Library 3 but except one, which has all the Books of the New 
Teftament, they contain no more than the 4 Gofpels. The dit- 
ferent Readings of thofe Manufcripts were communicated to 
Mr. Kuffer, by tbe Abbot de Bigzon. | 

The roth Manufcript belongs to M. Carpzovius, a Minifter of 
Leipfich, it contains only the 4 Gofpels. The 1xth was brought 
from Greece, by Mr. Sesdel of Ber/in, but it has not the Four 
Gofpels. The laft, which is one of thofe that Mr. Ku/ter 
e(teems moft, was communicated to him by Mr. Bornier, who 
Bought it at the Publick Sale of the Library of M. Frazcias, 
Proteffor of Rhetorick at Amfferdam. 

In the London Edition the Notes were Printed, all one after 
another without any Break, and diftinguifh’d only by the Let- 
ters of the Alphabet, which was very inconvenient. M. Ku/fer 
has done it after another Merhod, and begins a new Line at the 
firft Annotation upon evety Verfe. He has inferred the Remarks 
in the long Appendix at the end of the Lexdom Edition, which 
muft needs have coft him a great deal of Pains. In all Places 
where it was neceflary, he hasreferi’d to thofe parts of th2 
Preliminary Differtation, where Mr. Alz// has alter’d his Senti- 
ments, cr faid any thing New. In the firft place, he has divided 
that long Diflertation of Mr. AIi//s into feveral Se€tions, Mark’d 
with Numbers, which is of great Ule to thofe who would 
quote any part of the faid Differtation. 

After tne Preface there is a Letter of AZ /e Clerc, wherein 
he fpeaks of the Work of Mr. AL:/72 “He begins with fhewing 
the Ufefulnefs of it, and comparing fome Paflages, wheieof he 
has made mention in bis Criticks, Parte IL. Se&t. 1. Cop. XIV. 
15 & fej. with what Mr. Mi7// had faid thereon, as he had 
promis’d in the 14th Volume of his Bibliotheque Choifie. it 
appears by thofe Remarks, that Mr. 44//’s Treatife is a very 
excellent one, in the Opinion of M. Ze Clerc, but rhat he has 
not perceiv'd every thing, and that fometimes he is miftaken. 
For Example. Tho’ he had obferv’d upon Fobz 4, 3. 7 ns 
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Words Incey Npig-oy ey oupHl cAnAusota, are not to be met | 
with in the /Ethiopick Verlion, yet he afterwards ranks that | 
Verfion with thof2, which renders that Paflig2 as we read it in 
our Modern Copies. 

One cannot fufficiently admire the Pains which Mr. Als// has 
taken for the fpace of Thirty Years in Reading the Works of 
all the Fathers of the Church, to Remark after what manner 
they relate the Paflages of the New Teltament, which they 
Quote, and from thence to form different Readings. How exaét 
foever he has been, *cis impofhble but fomething may have 
efcap’d him. M. j/e Clerc relates feveral Readings of Optarus 

. Bifhop of Adlevis, and Methodius Bilhop ot Patara, the 
greateft part of which were obferv’d by that Learned Englith- 
min. What we have here laid down, fhews that the Edition 
at Rotterdam, ought to be preferr’d to that Printed in Exe/und. 
Befides, the Impreffion, fays M. Bernard, is in a very fair Cha- 
sacter. As to the exactnefS of the'Correftion in a Work of 
that nature, wherein ’cis fo eafie to let Faults flip, I am apt to 
believe, fays he, that Care has been taken to avoid ’em as much 
as poflible ; tho’ he has not had time to Examine the whole, 
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Bibliothe’que Critique, ou Recueil de diverfes Pieces Critiques, 
dont la plupart ne font point imprimés, o4 ne fe trouvent que 
rine sate publiecs par M, De Sainjore, qui y 4 ajoute 
guclques Notes. Yome IV. A Amfterdam, chez Jean Louis 
Delorme, 1710. iv 12 pag. 554. 1. ¢. A Critical Library, or 
a Colle&tion of feveral Pieces of Criticks, moft of which are 
not in Print, or very hard to be met with; Publifh’d by Af. de 
Sainjore, who has added fome Notes. Tome IV. at Amfer- 
dam, by Fob. Lewis Delorme, 1710. in 12°, Containing 554 
Pages. 


His Volume is not divided into Chapters, as the former 
ones, but into Letters. 
It is Compos’d of 52 Letters: The firft contains ReficCtions 
upon the Style of certain Famous Ira/zzm Authors. It obferves, 
that Learning isnot much cultivated at prefent in Italy, and 
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paffcs an Encomium upon James Marroni. The Learned of that 
Country, and particularly the Priefts, prefented a Petition to 
the Pope, that he would not deprive them of the reading of 
Bocace, who is reckon’d the lialian Cicero. An Edition of ic was 
fet forth Corretted, by Order of the Pope, but ’tis pretended 
that fome Exprefitons are ler pafs ia it, which ought nor to ap- 
pear ina Book written in the Vulgar Tongue, and which may 
fall into the Hands of Youth. °?Tis pofitively ailirm’d thar 
Cardinal Pa/avicini had thorowly read the Stories of Bocace, he. 
caufe he has borrow’d féveral Terms from them, and fometimes 
entire Phrafes. Several French Men do not approve of the Me- 
thod in which the Cardinal has compos’d his Hitllory. They 
fay he writes more like an Orator anda Rhetorician, than a Ju- 
dicious Author. They compare him toa Student at the College, 
who has not perfettly diitinguifh’d the Art of Writing Hiftory, 
from the manner of amplifications in Schools. °Tis generally be- 
liev’d that amongft the beft Writers in their Language, there 
are none to be compar’d to Auguftin Mufcard:, 

2. Thefe two Letters mrke mention ot a Second Volume of a 
Colle&tion of Treatifes written by fome Modern Greeks againtt 
the Church of Rome, and Printed in Exgland. We are told ina 
Nore, that the Difcourfe directed to Mr. Fuffe/, is a Continua- 
tion of the third Letter in the Second Volume of Mr. Szmon’s 
Sele Epiftles. Were we are prefented with a very long Extract 
of the Pieces of that Collc€tion. 

3d and 4th, ’Tis pretended that the Treatife call’d The Council 
of Betblebem, Printed at Paris, in 1676. by the Benedittine Fa- 
thers, is full of Errors in the Gree& Text, and efpecially in the 
Verfion. Thofe Furbers, who were afham’d to fee the Bock fo 
full of Faults, did as much asin them lay to fupprefs that Edi. 
tion, which is now notextant. They put forth another in 1678. 
under the Title of Syxodus Hiercfolymitana, becaufe indeed that 
Senate was held in 1672. under Dofithess Patriarch of that 
City. That new Edition is cal?’d Secunda Editio, and the Tran- 
{lator certifies, that feveral Faults had crept into the former, be- 
caufe others had the Care of Piinting it in his Abfence. Prins 
ters are commonly blam’d, fays M. Bernard, but Perfons of an 
indifferent Penetration, may eafily diftinguith the Errors of the 
Prefs, from thofe of the Author. M. Aymon has given us a 
New Edition of that Coumci/, which I think, as to Errors, is 
ne'er a whit better than the firft of the Benediifine Fathers. i 

5. This 
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5. This Letter contains an Advice which tis pretended was 
given to the faid Fathers, when they were preparing their New 
Edition of the Works of Sr. Au/fin ; or to fpeak more properly, 
a Satyr againft thofe Monks who had nor the leaft fhare in the 
Friendfhip of M1. Simon. 

6. ’Tis alledg'd, that the Latin Verfion of the Syriack Book 
of Severus, touching the Rites of Baptifm, and the Sacred Sy- 
naxis, is fullof Faults. There is one in 4r0, Printed by Plantyr. 
in 1572. 

7. Sebaftian Manfter is attack’d in this Letter. They own 
that he was skill’d in the Hebrew of the Bible, but that he was 
not thorowly acquainted with that of the Rabbies; and that he 
has been guilty of a great many Errors, in Tranflating an 
Abridgment of Logick, written in that kind of Hebrew. 

8. In this Letter the Bexedi@ines come upon the Stage again, 
They are Charg’d that in the Editions of the Fathers which they 
procured, they aim’d more at their own private Intereft, than 
that of the Publick. “ To hear them talk (fays he) theres 
** no body but would think that thofe Monks have iaid our Vaft 
‘* Summs in the Impreffions of the Books which they have 
“© Publifh’d: But I defie them to fhew in their Regifters one 
“ fingle Article of Disburfements for that purpofeé. On the 
** contrary, moft People know the great Gain they make by 
“ them in Paris. 

M. Simon alledg’d, That the Commentary of He/ychias has 
been alter’d. A Bened:fine wrote againft him upon that Head, 
and he Anfwer’d him. Weare told here, that he was not the 
firft who was of that Opinion, Archbifhop U/Ser advane’d it be- 
fore him. °Tis added likewife, that Af. Simon is not the only 
Perfon who believ’d that Augeultine’s Speculum, as we have it 
now, is not the Genuine Work of that Father. It appears from 
fundry Inftances, that *tis the ufual Fate of Criticks to be oblig’d 
to defend themfelves again{t a Crow’d of Pragmatical Cavillers, 
prepoffefs’d in favour of certain common Opinions, efpecially in 
Matters which relate, tho’ but obliquely, to Divinity. 

The Doétors of Paris (tis added) in the beginning of the laft 
Age, condemn’d feveral Tenets in the Writinge of Faques le 
Feure d’Eftaples, and of Erafmus, as dangerous Novelties , 
tho’ thofe Sentiments which our very wife Matters of that Age 
look’d upon as pernicious, are receiv’d by all the Learned of 
this Age. 
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g. In this Letter the Motives are laid down, which occafion’d 
the fupprefling of the Critical Hiftory of the Old-Teftamont in 
1678. M. Nicholas had the greateft Hand in ftifling ia, tho” he 
was not the chicf Author of it. Iu the meantime, ’tis faid, he 
was the leaft capable of any Man in Paris to Judge of it; be- 
caufe he never applied himfelf to that fort of Learning, and was 
a Stranger even to the firlt Elements of it. The Book was Fx. 
amin’d and Condemn’d by the Port Royalifis. “ You may judge 
* (fays Mr. Simon) whether my Work ought to be referr’d toa 
‘© Tribunal, wherein I was concern’d againit M1. Claude the Mi- 
‘* nifter, on account of their Books, touching the Perpetuity of 
6 Faith, He was accusd of having {poke too freely of St. dz- 
guftin, and ’twas thought the Jefuits who were his Correfpon. 
dents, had a Hand in it: But we are aflur’d that this was falfe, 
and that the Book was Compos’d a long while before MM. Sion 
had feen any of them. This Author’s Treatife being {mother’d, 
E/zevir Reprinted it from a Manufcript Copy, taken from a 
Printed one, which was not very exa€t. Two Copies of it pafs’d 
over into Exg/and, one of which was communicated to the Earl 
of Clarendon, and the other to Dr. Compton, Bifhop of London, 
The DutchefS of Mazarine borrow’d one of thofe Copies, 
which her Chaplain Tranfcribed, and ’twas this that E/seqir 
made ufe of, A Latin Tranflation has been made from that Edi- 
tion, and therein the Faults are multiplied, becaufe the Tranifla- 
tor who did not well underftand the matter, committed a great 
many. The Bifhop of Condom, afterwards Bifhop of Aleaxx, 
was Mr. Szmon’s principal Antagonift, and it was he who chiefly 
contributed to the fupprefling of the Critical Hiftory. He alfo 
endeavour’d to recall the two Copies which had been fent to 
London, but could not fucceed ig it: And tho’ he had accom- 
plifh’d it, yet it would have been impoffible for him to have 
prevented a New Edition of it in Foreign Countries. 

10, In this Letter we are given to underftand, why the New 
Edition of Ma/donat’s Difputations on the Sacrament, in 1677. 
which was fo very much fought after before it came forth, did 
not {pread much. Weare told a certain Party, namely, the 
Fanfenifis, who had greatly contributed to the promoting of this 
Work, could not bear with it; becaufe in that New Edition, 
{ome fhort Tra&ts were added, touching Free-will, Grace, and 
Predeftination, which were exa€tly oppofite to the Do&trine of 
St. Augufiin. Thofe who gloried inj being Auguftinians, iy 

ravifh’d, 








for Flohbember, 1716. 65> 
ravifh’d, to find in Ma/donazt’s Difputations on the Sacraments, 
feveral things which they thought contrary to the Sentiments of 
other Jefuits; and efpecially in his Treatife about Repentance. 
Mr. Fauree the Celebrated Auguftini:n, advisd Billaine to Print 
that Work again. The Bookfeiler thought if he added tome 
New Pieces, it might promote the Sale of it, but was 
miftaken. 
_ Maldonat feems to have taken pleafure, not only in oppofing 
the Sentiments of Sr. Auguftin, but alfo defignedly to atrack 
the Expofitions which that Father had made upon feveral Pafli- 
ges of Scripture, as if he had invented them, the more eafily 
to confute the Pelagians. Ma/donat (tis faid) who was to en- 
counter the Ca/uinifis of France, judg’d that St. Avexuftin’s Au 
thority was not proper to be any further made ufe of. He feems 
therein to have follow’d the Conftitutions of his Father Igzarius, 
which advife the famous Lebbiam Rule to be made ufe of, by 
accommodating Divinity to Times and Places, when the Matter 
tended more to the Glory of God; wherein ke had very good 
fuccefs. This Interpretation of St. Awguffin, fays he in his Trea- 
tile of Predeftination, was unknown till his own time; and 
plainly appears of it feli to have been invented only to ward 
off the ftrength of his Adverfary’s Arguments. He fays alfo, 
that the Proots which St. Azguffi2 makes ufe of to eftablifh his 
Opinion, do not aniwer his own Capacity. Nay, he pufhes 
Matters yet farther, and pretends to confute the Arguments of 
that Father, and his Difciples. There are feveral other Parti- 
culars in this Letter, touching the Works of Ma/donat. 

11. In this we are prefented with an Extratt of the Book of 
Fob. Reynolds, letitul’d, Le Cenfure on the Apochryplhal Books of 
the Old Tefiament. They are two Volumes in 4fo, Printed in 
1611. ‘Tis alledg’d there are a great many inlignificant Mat- 
ters in them, but neverthelefs Rayno/d Difcourfes like a Man 
who had taken from the Originals the Fats whereof he 
Treats ; and thofe who have wrote fince his Time on the fame 
Subje&t, have frequently Copied after him. 

This Letter contains feveral Particulars touching the Decree of 
Rome, againft thofé who maintain the Motion of the Earth 
upon the Hypothefis of De/cartes, the Philofophy of dvi/for/e, 
and that of Plato. It was Be//armin who procui’d that Decree, 
becaufe he was inform’d that fome German Jcfuits had embrac’d 
the Principles of Copernicus, and defign’d to teach them. Didacus 
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Stunica, a Learned Spanifh Divine, who has left us a moft Ex. 
cellent Commentary upon fob, Printed at Toledo, in 1584. 
does with all his might maintain the Gopernican Syftem, when 
he explains thofe words of the 1Xth Chapter. He removes the 
Earth out of its place. 

We are inform’d that Gaffendus’s little Book, Adverfus Ars/- 
totclecs, is but a very fhort Abridgment of an excellent Work 
compos’d by an Italian * upon the Writings and Do€trine of 
Ariftotle, The firft Fathers of the Oratory had formed a De. 
fign to introduce among them P/ato’s Philofophy, which ap- 
peard to them to carry along with it fomething greater and 
more fublime as to Theology, than that of Ariffot/e. Father 
Fournent Printed a Courfe of Philofophy, which contain’d an ill 
compos’d Medly of the Syftems of thofe two Philofophers, but 
no body lik’d it, not even thofe of his own Society. There are 
without doubt excellent things in the Works of P/ato, but they 
are fometimes accompanied with avery ftrange Gal/mathies, 
which is not tobe charg’d upon the Books of Ariffot/e, who 
wrote ina much more exact Method. This is the Opinion of our 
Author, who adds, that altho’ fome Perfons of Learning fince 
‘icero, have given P/ato the appellation of Divine, yet all the 
Divinity he has, confiftsin his having been in fome degree, the 
Broacher of the moft Ancient Herefies. His Style was cenfur’d 
by Longinus. He afte&ts a Poetical Style to excefs, and fome- 
times out-does the moft Hyperbolical Strains of the Poets. 

13. This Letter confifts of four Memoirs upon the New Edi- 
tion of the Ceremonies and Cuftoms at this Day obferved among the 
Jews. They are as follow: 1. The Epiftle Dedicatory to M. de 
Condcm, which is not M. Simon’s, but M. de Abloncourt’s, who 
tells the Author that he had huddled together a Pompous Piece of 
Bombaft, wherein he very well fucceeded. 2. All between the 
two Crotchets is Mr. Pzroz’s, who approved the Book, and not 
the Authors. 3. “Tis wonder’d why this Edition, to which 
there’s added, aconfiderable Supplement, had no other Privilege 
thanthe firft Edition in 1674. This is a Trick of Byl/aine, the 
Bookfeller, becaufe the firft Privilege was for a longTerm of 
Years, whereas the fecond was only for Four. 4. Laftly, ‘tis de- 
manded why the Approbation of M. Pirot is notinferted in that 





* Francis Patrice, his Book was Printed at Bafil, in 1582. in Folio. It is 
Intitul’d, Difcufionum Peripateticarnm Tomi quatuor, &c, . 
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Edition, and why atthe Beginning of the Book, *¢is on/p faid by 
the King's Privilege, without {peaking of the Approbation ? ’Tis 
thought, that this is another Trick of Bi//aine, becaufe the Appro- 
bation follows a great while after the Privilege, which is joined 
to the fecood Edition. 

14. This prefents us with fome Refle&tions on a Cophtick M1- 
nufcript Copy of Gofpels, which is in the King of Fraxce’s Libra- 
ry, withthe Pi€ture of Fefus Chrift, adminiftring the Communi- 
onte-his Difciples. He afferts, That whether Perfons communi- 
cate ftanding orkneeling, the Ezchari/? is equally ador’d. 

15. Wearetold in thisLetter, Fhat Fames /e Feure of Efaples 
had tranflated allthe New Teftament into Frexzch; that his Ver- 
fion is not commonly known, that it brought upon him the Cen- 
fure of the Divines of Paris; and that the greateft Ladies of the 
Court engaged him to goon with it. This Tranflation came forth 
inr523. We have fome Kkemnaints of the Epiftle Dedicatory, 
wherein the Franilater recommends the Reading of the New 
Teftament in the Vulgar Tongue. 

We are told, Le Feure {poke the Language of the German 
Proteftants, with whom he had a ftri€t Amity, Ina Word, his 
Defign was to introduce the Reformed Religion into France : 
And ashe edified all the World, by his exemplary Life, he very 
much difpofed People to a Reformation. His Learning was very 
great, for the Age helived in. His good Behaviour, made him 
belov’dand efteem’d by all the World. Hz had no other Adver= 
faries than the Doétors of Paris, who were neverthelefs of the 
fame Fraternity. The famous Novel Beda, a fworn Enemy to 
Learning, openly declar’d againft himand Erafmus. The Body ot 
the Divines at Paris, did, at that Time, ftrongly oppofe the Ver- 
fions or Reading of the Holy Scriptures in the Vulgar Tongue. 
They made feveral Decrees on that Subjet, which did not gain 
them any confiderable Applaufe, they faid indeed they were owing 
to the Calamity of the Times: But no Prench Verfion had been 
made by the Reformed at that Time, the firft having not been 
publifhed before 1535 fo, that all the Prohibitions, as well of rhe 
Faculty of Divines, as of the Parliament of Paris, could not 
be meant of any but the Roman Catholick Bibles. They pre- 
tend, that M. Arwau/d, and others, had, to no Purpofe, com- 
pofed fo many Writings, to recommrend the Reading of the 
Scriptures in the Mother-Tonguc, becaufe that Matrer in itfel{f 
was unexceptionable; and that it was only a Point of Difcipline 
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which the Times havingchang’d, the Difcipline might alter too. 
yet, “tis certain, fays M. Beraard, that one of the Articles of the 
Charge againft the famous Archbifhop of Sebajfisan, at the Court 
ot Rome, was, becaufe he recommended the Reading of the 
Scripture. 

16. This Letter informs us, that if M. /e Feure, of Saumur 
has not entirely difcharp’d his Promife in his Apo//odcrus, it is nor 
for want of Skil, but becaufe he had not the neceflary Helps, of 
Time, for tharEnd. That learned Perfonhas very well obferyed 
that we have not a true Collettion of Apollodorus, but only an 
Abridgment of it. This fame Letter contains an Elogium of the 
Learned Meziriac, whofe Commentaries upon @vid’s Epittles are 
beceme {carce. 

17, The Differtation of Pfochen, upon the Stile of the New 
Teftament, printed in 120 at dmerdom, under the Title of 
Diatribe de Lingue Grece Novi Teftamenti Veritate, makes rhe 
Subje€t of the 17th Letter. This Author pretends, that the Style 
of the New Tettament is really Greek, and that confequently, 
all that has been faid by many of the Learned, about the famous 
HelieniPical Language, is a meer Chimera, invented in our Days: 
But to this, "tis antwerd, that the Author produces no other 
Proofsto eltablifh his Opinion, than Examples deduc’d from the 
ancient Greck Poets; which, indeed, is no Proof at all, becaufe 
frequently the Style of the Greek Poets is not conformable to the 
ufual Turns of that Language. , 

18. In this Letter M. Simon Admonifhes his Nephew not to 
imitate the Style of Lip/ius, tho’ he hada great many Admirers. 
Henry Stephens compos’d a Treatife on purpofe, upon that Au- 
thors Latin, which he look’d upon asa contagious Evil {pread- 
ing it felf on every fide. °Tis known that Lipfius had a pro- 
found efteem for Tacitus ; and Boccalim in his News from Par- 
nafjas, pretends that Learned Author was Impeach’d at the Tri- 
bunal of Apollo as an Idolater, who own’d no other Deity, 
than that Impious Hiftorian who Ridicul’d the Gods, and all 
Religion. This Letter alfo contains M. Simon’s Remarks upon 
Lipfius, and Tacitus. 

19. Procopius’s Commentaries on the 8 firft Books of the 
Bible, make up the Subje&t of this Letter. There has been only 
one Latin Tranflation of it, which was Printed at Zarich, in 
555, and that is very fcarce. “Tis faid that the Greek Original 
is keptin the Library of Augsburg. °Tis doubted — 
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Tranflator has every where fully kept to the Senfe of his Au- 
thor, who abounds in Curious and Critical Remarks, efpecially 
upon the Pentateuch, wherein he quotes the Hebrew Text, the 
Samaritan, and the Syriack Verfion: Our Author quotes fome 
Paffages out of it, and makes feveral Remarks upon the fuid 
Commentator. On this Occafion, he diffalows of certain Proofs 
brought in favour of the Trinity, deduc’d from the Aparitions 
made mention of in the Old Teftamenr. He believes they are 
not valid, and fays, that fuch cunning Adverfaries as the New 
Anti-Trinitarians, ought to be oppos’d with Arms of another 
kind. For Inftance, As to the three Men who appear’d to Abra. 
bam, St. Chryfoftome, who was not ignorant of the Univerfal 
application of that Paflage to the Myftery of the Trinity, has | 
neverthelef§ varied from that fenfe of ir, as being a ConftraGion 4 | 
which he thought too wide. He believ’d that Abrebam addrets’d | 
his Speech to the moft Honourable Perfon of thethree. Ped/ican 
has exprefs'd himfelf to the fame effect. 

20, “Tis own’d in this Letter, with Driedo Payna, Alfoafus a 
Caftro, and feveral others, that the Proteftants gave occafivn to 
the Roman Catholicks to apply themfelves to the Study of the 
Sacred Books; but at the fame time ’tis urg’d, that before there 
were any Proteftants in the World, there were fome very Learn- 
ed Men, who did their utmoft to reftore the Knowledge of the 
Scriptures, and of good Learning in the Schools, and to extirpate 
the Barbarifms which were at that time very rife. Of thefe, the 
Famous Abbot ¥7:tbemius was one, who chofe rather to abandon 
his Abbey of Spanbeim, and its Noble Library, than to live 
with vicious Monks, and fuch as were Enemies to all good Lite, 
rature. His Letters, which at this time are not very common 
give a ftrange reprefentation of the School-Do€tors of his Time. 
Several Remarkable Paffages of it are here Tranfcrib’d. He 
was accus’d of Magick, becaufe of his Book of the Art of Se- 
cret Writing. Indeed he explains himfelf fometimes in fuch a 
manner, as if he would make Perfons believe that there was 
fome Devilifh Art in his Labours; therefore his Works {tood in 
need of Apologifts a long time after his Death. 

21. In this Letter, he {peaks of Reach/in, and aflerts that the 
Hebrew Language was known in France, Italy, and Germany, 
before there was any Talk of the Reformed Religion, “Ts true, 
that Reachlin’s great Learning procured him fome Envy and Ha- 
tred, but then, all Men in Evvope, of Learning and Probity de- 
clared for him; fothat his Enemies were put to fhame., 22. In 
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22. In this Letter, Mention is made of a certain Catalogue of 
{uch Books as were prohibited in France, after the Revocation of 
the Edi&t of Nantes. The King made an Order, that all Books, 
formerly fet forth by the Reformed, again{ft the Roman Catho- 
lick Religion, fhould be fupprefs’'d : For that Purpofe, the Attor- 
ney General remonftrated, that it would be neceffary todraw up a 
Catalogue of the Books to be comprehended in that Edi&t. Upon 
this, enfued an Arreft of Parliament, enjoyning the Archbifhop of 
Paris, to prepare a Catalogue of fuch Books, ashe jude’d ought 
to be fupprefs’d. ‘This Letter pretends to juftfy the whole Proce. 
dure; urges that it was not defign’d to introduce an Inquifition, 
but owns, at the fame time, that the Catalogue was drawn up 
very carefully. For Example, That intitul’d, Aa & Scripta 
Theologorum Wirtembergenfium ©& Patriarche Conftantinopolitasi 
D. Hieremile was put in the Claffis of prohibited Books ; ourAu- 
thor declares,that Book was fo far from deferving to be fupprefs’d, 
and taken out of the Bookfellers Shops, that a new Edition 
of it ought to have been publifh’d ere now, the faid Book 
being now very fcarce. The Author alledges, that nothing can be 
faid more ftrong againft the Proteftants, than the Anfwers of that 
Patriarch of Conftantinople. We have fome Accounts of the faid 
Book in this Letter. Butall that is advanced, cannot juftify the 
Proceedings either of thofe who caus’d fuch aCatalogue to be 
drawnup, ot of thofe whodrewit up. It was truly an A& of 
theInquifition. If fome Books in the Vulgar Tongue only had 
been prohibited, itmight have been urg’d, that there was reafon 
to fear, left the Ignorant fhouid be pufled by the Sophifms of He- 
reticks. Butto prohibit Gree’ and Latin Books, was as much as 
to fay, thateven the Learned were to be left in Ignorance; fo that 
they could not, when Occafion requir’d, anfwer the Arguments of 
Hereticks, of whom they had never heard any Mention. 


We refer the reft of this to our next. 
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An Fiiftorical Geography of the Old Teftament : Jn 3 Volumes. 
Vol. I. Being a Geographical and Hiftorical Account of the fe - 
veral Places, Countries, or People, mention’d in the Book cf 
Genefis : Very useful for Underftanding tke Hiftory of the faid 
Book. To which End, it w alfo illustrated with Maps, and 
other Cuts, and there x added a Chronological Table. The 
principal Particulars defcrib’d in thes Treatife are, 1. The Si- 
tuation of the Garden of Eden. 2. The Strutture or Make of 
Noah’s Ark, together with tae Place whereon it refted. 3. The 
Original Plantasions after the Flood. And Laftly, Tove Trave/s 
of the Three celebrated Patriarchs, Abraham, Ifaac, and Jacob. 
There are alfo feveral Texts occafionally explain’d. By Edward 
Wells, D. D. Re&or of Cotesbach im Leicefterfhire. Lon- 
don, Printed for James Knapton, at rhe Crown aa St. Paul’s 
Church-yard, 1711. 8vo, Pag. 390. 


TFCHE Defign and Method of the Work before us are the 

fame with thofe profecuted by Dr. els in his Hiftorical 
Geography of the New Teffament, of which we gave an 
Account in this Work fome time ago: In the Firft Part of 
that Volume he premisd this Piece and thofe which are to 
follow it, which I fhall give fome Account of in their Order ; 
beginning with this which is now publifh’d; and from thence 
extracting fuch Particulars into this Place, as will, 1 conceive, 
give the Reader a tolerably adequate Idea of the whole Per- 
formance. 

Our Author divides this Book into Fourteen Chapters ; in 
which he treats, among other Particulars, of the Places of 
the Antediluvian World mention’d in Sacred Hiftory, vz. 
The Garden of Eden, the Land of Nod, and the City of 
Enoch; of the Mountains of Ararat whereon Neal’s Arch 
refted upon the abating of the Flood; together, with fome 
Confiderations concerning the Place where the Ark was made, 
the Wood it was made of, and the Form it was made in ; 
of the Firft Plantations or Settlements after the Flood ; oi 
the Land of Shinar, the City and Tower of Babel, the Cou- 
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quefts and Kingdoms of Nimrod, Chaldea,Ur of the Chaldees,and 
Haran, of the Land of Canaan from the firft Plantation there. 
of after the Flood to 4brabam’s coming thereto, and the In. 
habitants of the adjacent Countries at the time of Abraham's 
coming into Canaan, and his Sojourning there ; of the So. 
journing of J/aac, the Dwellings of the I/mzelites, thofe of 
Abrabam’s Children by Keturch, and of the Dwellings of the 
Defcendants of Lot, the Moabites and Ammonites; and of the 
Land of Edom, or Dwelling of Efau, and the Sejourning of 
Facob. Of all thefe curious and ufeful Particulars | can tran- 
{cribe the Subftance of but two or three into this Place; 
and for the reft, the Reader muft have recourfe to the Book 
it felf. 

As to the Garden of Eden in particular, our Author is ve- 
ry large in the Difcovery and Defcription of it ; fixing the 
Four Rivers, upon the common Channel of which it f{tood, 
in Huetiv’ss Method ; and therein placing Paradife in the 
Country wafh’d by that River which refults from the Con- 
junction of the Tygrés and Euphrates, and continuing the Land 
ot Edin all along the Banks of thefe united Streams, till they 
feparate again a confiderable way before they fall into the 
Perfian Guit, Thefe Matters he Fi? proves from the Ac- 
count of the Land of Eden given us by A4ofes, his Explica- 
tion of whofe Hiftory is too large to be tranfcrib’d into this 
Place: But he gives us fome other Arguments, befides Aé- 
fers Account of it, for the Situation of Eden which he con-_ 
tends for, which it may not be amifs to take fome Notice 
Oi. . 

Befides the Marks given us by]A/ofes for the Determination 
‘of the Situation of the Garden of Eden, Dr. 17¢/ls deduces 
another from 2 Kings xix. 12. and Ifaiab xxxvii. 12. where 
we read that Senmacherib King of Affyria, defigning to terrify 
Hezekiah, who had rebell’d againft him, boafts that he had 
deftroy’d the Countries of Gozan, of Haran, of Rezeph,and of the 
Children of Eden which were in Telaffar: Now here the 
Learned agree, That Gezan is the Gauzanitis, a Province 10 
Mefopotamia , that Haran and Rezepl are Charre and Re/cipha, 
two Cities in the fame Land of Mofcpotamia ; that Tela/ff/sr 1s 
Talatha, a City of Babylonia, placid by Ptolemy at the bot- 
tom of the Common Channel which the Land of Even 1s 
fuppos’d to have ftood upon ; and confequently the Edin here 
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miention’d muft be the fame Country where Afofes placed 
Paradife, extending it felf from Mefopotamia, or the joining 
of the Tygris and Euphrates, as far as to Tela/far, or the par- 
ting of the forefaid united Streams again into two others, 
called the Pifon and Gihon : For when it is faid, in the fore- 
cited Text, That Sennacherib deftroy’d the Children of Eden 
that were in Telaffar, this muft denote that 7elajar lay within 
the Borders of Eden; and therefore Tela/ar or Talatha being 
plac’d by Prolcmy juft above the parting of Pifon and Gihon, 
the Province of Eden muft extend likewife as low as that. 

Another Mark iafifted upon by our Author for the Difco- 
very of the Situation of the Country of Ed:n, is the Fruittul- 
nefs of the Land where he places it, which feems {till to keep 
fome Remainders of that Blefling which God at the firit 
poured upon it. The Plentifulnefs of the Garden of Eden, 
Dr. Wells obferves, was partly Natural, and partly Super. 
natural : A4ofes informs us, That God, in order to make Pa- 
radife, canfed to grow out of the Ground every Tree that 7s plealant 
to the fight, and good for food, Gen. il. 9. And in another Place, 
(Gen, xiii. 10.) having a Mind to exprefs the pleafantnefS and 
fertility of the Soil of Sodom before its Defolation, he com- 
pares it to the Garden of the Lord: But befides the Ornaments 
with which the Hand of God did adorn the terreftrial Paya. 
dife in an extraordinary Manner, in our Author's Opinion, we 
_ cannot reafonably think that God fhould make choice of a 
barren and unfruitful Soil wherein to Plant the Garden of 
Paradife, rather than of a Country, which, confider’d only 
in its own natural State, is fruitful and pleafant : And as not 
only Mefopotamiaand Cel:fyria, but alfo Babylonia, (which ex- 
tended it felf to the Perfian Gulf) and a good Part of Syria, 
were formerly efteem’d the moft pleafant and fruitful Coun. 
tries in the V/orld ; fo are they at this Day, allowing for 
their being ina great Meafure wafte and uncultivated, efpe- 
Clally thofe Parts which anfwer to the ancient Land of Eden : 
the Grand Signior having no better Country than that which 
lies betwixt 2agdsd and Bajfora; that is,than the Country for- 
merly call’d. Edez. 

Our Author obferves next, That the Terrefrial Paradife 
was feated in the Country of Eades, the situation of which he 
has heen determining, on the commen Chanrel refulting 
from the Union of the Tigris and Exporases, in the molt Eafter- 
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ly Part of that Land: And this Garden of Eden he makes the 
Original of the carious Gardens of the Princes of the Eaft 
and of the Poetical Fi€tions concerning the Furtunate jes: 
the Elyfian Field:, the Gardens of the He/perides, @c. In par. 
ticular of that Golden Garden valued.at Five Hundred Ta. 
lents, which Arifobulus King of the Jews prefented unto 
Pompey, and which Pompey afterwards carried in Triumph, 
and confecrated to Jupiter in the Capitol: This Garden was 
call’d, Teerwas and Teaver, which in fErictnefs of Speech js 
Eden, Plafure. And ’tis obfervable, continues our Author, 
that the Conformity between the very Words, Garden of 
Eden, and Garden of Adon, feems to fhew, That to the Gar. 
den of Eden was owing the Rife of thofe Gardens confecrated 
to Adonis, which the Greeks, Egyptians, and Affyrians, planted 
in Earthen Veflels and Silver Baskets, to adorn their Houfes 
withal, and to carry them about in their Proceffions: Tho’ 
Mythologifts have by their Fictions obfcur’d the Truth of 
the Matter, and. do refer the Original of the Gardens of 
Adonis to thofe Lettuces wherein Venus put his Body newly 
kill’d. 

Dr. Well, concludes his frf Chapter with Enquiries after 
the Land of Nod, and the City of Enoch ; and in the fecand, 
after having, determined the Place where Noah’s Ark refted, 
he aflerts, That in all Probability the Place where the Ark 
was made was the Land of Eden: For it is probable, That 
when Adam and Eve were turn’d out of the Garden of Eden, 
they were {till permitted to continue in the Countiy of Edin: 
it is alfo probable, That upon the increafe of Mankind, tho 
other Families were oblig’dto move off into other Parts, yet 
the eldeft Son always remaia’d where the firft Settlement was 
made, namely, in the Country of Eden: Whence it feems to 
follow, That Noah, as being the eldeft Son in a Lineal De- 
fcent from Seth, did live in the faid Country ; and confe- 
quently, That there it was that he built the Ark. This 
Opinion, proceeds the Door, is farther confirm’d, not on- 
ly from the Situation of this Country in refpedt of the Ocean, 
whence the Waters of the Flood chiefly came ; and in refpec 
of the Mountains of Ararat, whither by the faid Waters the 
Ark was carried ; but alfo from the Teftimonics of ancient 
Writers, and the Sort of Wood of which the Ark was butit. 
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The Wood in the Scripture is call’d Gopber-wood, Gen. vi. 
14, And what Sort of Wood this is, in Dr. We//s’s Opinion, 
our Learned Fuller feems to have been happy in his Conje- 
&ure.. He has obferv’d, that from the Greek Word Kuregsn, 
Cypariffius, take away the Termination, and there will re- 
main Kuwep, Cyper, which has all the Radical Letters of the 
Word Gopher; and differs but little from it in Sound. Now 
as from the Hebrew Word Gopher is derived the Greek Word 
KurdessG, Cypariffus, fo from this is derivd the Latin Word 
Cypreffw, and from it our Englifh Word Cypref: So that by 
what is call’d Gopher-svood in Scripture, we may reafonably 
underftand what we call Cypre/s-2vood. This Opinion of our 
Learned Countryman, our Author obferves, is not founded 
barely on Etymology, but is alfo confirm’d by other Confide- 
rations. 

As, Firj?, That Cyprefs is a very lafting or durable Wood, 
not apt to breed Worms, orrot. This is taken Notice of 
by feveral Authors: Dr. Wells inferts here but one Paflage 
obferv’d by the Learned Bochart, which occurs in the Se- 
cond Book of Thucydides, where Mention is made of Adeaxss 
Kuragssnioe, Cypre(s Arks, or Coffins, wherein the Athenians 
were woit to put the Bones of thofe that dy’d in the Wars 
for their Country: And the Scholiast obferves upon the 
Place, that the faid Boxes or Coffins were made of Cypre/s, 
becaufe it was not liableto rot. Now, upon this Accouni, 
our Author looks upon it as very probable, that the Ark of 
Noah was made of the fame Wood ; inafmuch as fome Re- 
liéts of it remain’d for feveral Thouland Years after, as is 
attefted by a great Number of ancient Writers, Secondly, 
The Cyprefs-2v00d is not only durable, but (which makes 
more for our Purpofe) fit for Shipping: Teftimonies hereot 
are cited by the Learned Bochart, out of Plato, Plutarch, 
Vegetius, &c. is 

Laftly, Babylonia and the Parts adjoining did abound with 
Cyprefs: Hence the Fleet of lexander the Great, that was 
made at Babylon, was made all of it of Cypre/s wood, as we 
learn from Arrian the Hiftorian ; who adds, That. there 
wasin thofe Parts Want of other Wood fit for Shipping. 
But now it has been fhewn, proceeds our Author, that the 
Country of Eden lay in Babylonia, and the Parts adjoyning 
on the other Side of the common Channel of the 7jgris and 
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Euphrates: Whence thefe Confiderations, in Dr. Wellsy’s @. 
pinion, do mutually ftrengthen one the other; namely, the 
Ark, being made of Gopher or Cyprefs-aood, ftrengthens the 
Opinion that it was made in the Country of Eden, and con. 
fequently, that Nosh liv’d there before the Flood ; and op 
the other hand, the Probability (on other Accounts above- 
mention’d) of Noah’s living in Eden before the Flood, does 
add Strengthto the Opinion, That the Ark was made of 
Gopher-svood. After this the Dr. proceeds to give an Ac. 
count of the Stru€ture or Make of the Ark, and of its Capa- 
cioufnefs to receive all the Creatures faid to be therein con- 
tain’d, and other Neceflaries; for which he owns himfelf 
beholding to the Ingenious Bifhop Wi/kins. And with him he 
concludes, 

That had the moft skilful Mathematicians and Philofo. 
phers, been fet to confult what Proportions a Veflel, de- 
fign’d for fuch an Ufe as the Ark was, fhowd have in 
the feveral Parts of it, they could not have pitch’d up- 
on any others more fuitable to the Purpofe than thofe 
mentioned by Adofes. Infomuch that the Proportion of the 
Ark, from which fome weak and Atheiftical Perfons (for all 
Athei{m, or, which comes to the fame in the Cafe before 
us, Deifmis at the Bottom founded on Weakne/s of Under- 
ftanding) have made fome poor Efforts to overthrow the 
Authority of the Sacred Scriptures, does very much tend to 
confirm and eftablifh the Truth and Divine Authority of 
them. Efpecially, if it be duly confidered, that in thofe 
early Times Men were leis vers’d in Arts and Sciences ; at 
leait, that the Ark was in all Probability the firft Veflel of 
any Bulk that was made to go upon the Water. Whence 
the Juftnefs ofthe Proportion obferv’d in its feveral Parts, 
and the Exaétnefs of its Capacity to the Ufe it was defigi’d 
for, is reafonably to be afcrib’d not to bare Human [nventi- 
on or Contrivance, but to the Divine Direction exprelly 
given to Noah by God himfelf, as the Sacred Hiftorian ace 
quaints us. 


Inhis Third Chapter, according to the Method obfery'd 
by the Sacred Hiftorian, Dr. Wells proceeds to the Firit 
Plantations of Mankind after the Flood: And becaufe what 
he fiys upon this Subje& extends it felf to a confiderable 
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Length, he judg’d it convenient to divide this Chapter into 
our feveral Sections: The fir? of which contains what re- 
Jates to the faid Plantations in general: The fecond gives 
an Account of the Plantations of Noab’s Pofterity by Fae 
phet : The third of the Plantations of the Defcendants of 
Shem the fecond Son of Noah: And the fourth of the Plan- 
tations of the Defcendants cf Hzm Noah’s youngeft Son. 
The first of thefe Seétions being the moft general, | fhall 
tranicribe the Subftance of it into this Place ; and leave the 
Reader tor the other three to have Recourfe to the Book it 
felf. 

And in the former Part of this firs# Section our Author en- 
deavours tomake it appear, That the Original Plantations 
after the Flocd, were not made by chance, or confufedly 
but after a regular and orderly Manner: Thus we are told; 
frst, as to the Sons of Fapher, the eldeft Branch of Noah’s 
Pofterity, That, Ay thefe were the Ifles of the Gentiles divided 
into their lands; every oye after his tongue, after their families, in 
their nations, Gen. x 5. In ike manner M4ofes concludes the 
Account he, gives us of the Sons of Ham, the youngeft 
Branch of Noah’s Pofterity, with thefe Words, Thefe are the 
fons of Hams, after their families, after their tongues, in their 
lands, in their nations, v. 20. And in the fame manner the 
Account given us of the Defcendants of Shem is concluded 
by Mofes thus, Thefe are the Sons of Shem, after their families, 
after their tongues, in their lands, in their nations, v.31. From 
which Texts he infers, with the Learned Mr. Mede, that 
this great Divifion of the Earth, we are fpeaking of, was 
perform'd orderly, and was not a confus’d and irregular 
Difperfion, wherein every one went where he lifted, and 
feated himfelf where he lik’d bef, Our Author fhews at 
large, by a particular Explication of them, that an orderly 
Sorting is plainly denoted by thofe Expreffions us’d in 
each of the forecited Texts, after their families, after their 
tongues, in their lands, in their mations: Ashe does alfo from 
hence, that God is a God of order, who had a peculiar Hand 
in the firft Settlement of the Tribes and Familics of Man- 
‘kind: And from the Wifdom of the Patriarchs ; whole Bu 
finefs ic muft have been (as there ts great Difference in th 
Parts of the Earth, for the Goodnefs of the Soil, Tempe- 
rature of the Air, ¢c.) to prevent the danger of Contention 
among 
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among their Sons, who fhou’d have the better Parts of the 
Earth : whichcould be done nootherwife,but by inftituting an 
orderly Divifion; and that either by cafting of Lots, or Choo. 
fing according to the Order of their Birth-right, after fome 
Survey takeu of a fufficient. Portion of the Earth, and difting 
Portions laid out, according to the Number of Nations 
then of Families, cc. | ‘ 


The Rules laid down by Dr. Wells, for the better difco. 
vering of the firft Plantations after the Flood, it may not 
be unacceptable to the intelligent Reader to tranfcribe into 
this Place: And they are thefe following. Firs#, When 
the Scripture does -exprefly aflign any Portion or Tra& of 
the Earth to any Branch of Noab’s Pofterity in general, or 
to any Nation or Family in particular, we muft reft aflur’d, 
that the refpediive Branch, Nation, or Family, fettl’d it felf 
there ; at leaft as to the Main, or Bulk of it. Secondly, We 
muft feek thefe Original Plantations within a reafonabie Com. 
pafs of the Earth, and not all the World over: For when 
this Divifion was made, which was in the Days of Peleg, 
the Number of Mankind was fmall; for, (fays Mr. Mede) 
befides Women and Children, their Number in all cou’d not 
beabove Seven Thoufand, as may be gathered out of the’ 
Tenth of Genefis: $o that it is not likely, that they took the 

-whole Worid into the firft Divifion, or Plantation. 


‘Thirdly, Thofe Nations, whofe Families are nam‘d by 
Mofes, are chiefly to be fought for in Places neighbouring to 
-Yudea: For therefore chiefly did A4ofes name their Families, 
becaufe they were fuch as the ews wou’d have to deal with, 
and that chiefly on Account of their Neighbourhood, Fourth- 
ly, Where we find the Nation, there alfo we muft look for 
the Families of that Nation; becaufe the Fam'lies were ran- 
-géd in their Nations. And therefore, Fifthly, for the fame 
Reafon, where we find any one of the Families, there we 
muft look for the reft, and for the whole Nation. Thefe 
Five Rules we may take, (fays Mr. Adede,) for fure Grounds, 
and ufe them as a Land-Compa/s in our prefent Difcoveries, 
But to them may be added Five more of lefs Weight than the 
former; yet fuch, as being joyned with’em, will help us to 
a greater Certainty. Wherefort, 
Sixthly, 
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Sixthly, \f we find that the Scriptures ufually Name twa 
or more of thefe Nations together, it is a likely Argument 
that they were feated both together, and were neighbour- 
ing One to the other. Seventhly, We are to obferve the ful- 
fulling of Prophecies by Nations foretold under the Names 
of their Founders. Eighrly, Becaufe it is likely that in this 
Divifion there was a regard had by the wife Fathers for their 
future Colonies. We are to think that they ordered their 
Partition fo as to Nations, if not always as to Families, that 
when they were to veut their Numbers, and fend forth new 
Golonies, they fhould not be-enforc’d to encroach upon one 
anothers Inheritance, or one to pafs through the Lot of ano- 
ther ; but that they had either the Sea or empty Land every 
one upon fome of his Borders. Ninth'y, The Teftimony of 
the Ancients Is to be confider’'d. And Teuthly, We are to 
’ have regard to the Remainders of Ancient Names. After 
thefe Rules, our Author obferves, That feveral Names in 
Gen. X. are not the Names of fingle Perfons, but of People ; 
and concludes this SeG@ion with remarking, That ALizraim, 
contrary to the Opinions of feveral Learned Men,is the Name 


of a fingle Perfon. 


In his Fourth Chapter, Dr. Wells treats of the Land of Sh:- 
nar, and the City and Tower of Babel: And as to the Land 
of Shinar, he underftands by it the Valley along which rune 
the River Tigris: Babel he makes the fame with the City Ba- 
bylon; and Erech the fame with Aracca: So that whereas 
Mofes exprefly fays, (Gen. x. 10.) That Babel and Erech lay in 
the Land of Shinar, it may therefore be probably inferr’d, 
that by the Land of Shinar was denoted al] the Valley along 
which the River Tigris runs from the Mountains of Armenia 
* Northward to the Perfian Gulf,or at leaft to the Southern Di- 
vifion of the Tigris and Euphrates. The Reafon of the Build- 
ing, of the Tower of Babel was, in our Author’s Opinion, 
That the Undertakers might make themfelves famous to Po- 
fterity before they feparated from each other upon the Face 
of the Earth; and not to inable them to climb up to Hea- 
ven, or to avoid another Flood, or a general Conflagration, 
as fome have imagin’d. He obferves farther, That in the 
very Confufion of Tongues there feems to have beena Role 
obferv’d ; God fo cavfing ’em to fpeak with divers Tongues, 
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that their Tongues were order’d after their Families and after 
their Nations: So that the Tongues of the fame Branch, tho” 
divers, had a greater Affinity amongft themfelves than with 
the Tongues of another Branch. 

As to the Number of Languages then begun to be fpoken, 
they could not probably be (as our. Author obferves from 
Mr. Mede) fewer than there were Nations, nor more than 
there were Families. If there were no more than there were 
Nations, or Heads of Nations, then the Number is eafily 
counted ; Seven in Faphet, Four in Ham, and Five in shen: 
But if they were as many as there were Families at the Con- 
fufion, their Number cannot be known: Becaufe Aso/es, (as 
Mr. Mede obferves) does not make an Enumeration of all the 
Families or Heads of Families. However, the common Opi. 
nion is, That their Number was according to the Number 
of Families ; and this AdZofes feems to infinuate, becaufe he 
joins thro’ Gen. x: Families and Tongues together : Whence 
the Number of the Original Languages is commonly efteem’d 
to be about Sevexty, according to the Number of Families 
mention’d by Mofes. Dr. Wells concludes this Chapter with 
obferving, That the Memory of the Confufion of Tongues 
feems to have been a long time preferv’d among the Hea- 
then: And with the Account of the Tower of Bale! given 
us by Dr. Heylin, viz. That it was 5146 Paces from the 
Ground, having its Bafe and Circumference equal to the 
height. The Paflage to go up went winding about the out- 
fide, and was of an exceeding great Breadth; there being 
not only room for Horfe, Carts, and the like Means of Car- 
riage to meet and turn, but Lodging for Man and Beaft; 
and (as Vorftegan reports) Grafs and Corn-Fields for their 
Nourifhment. But our Author leaves the Reader to give 
what Credit he pleafes to this Relation. 

In treatiag of the Conquefts and Kingdom of Nimrod, our 
Author gives us a large Account of the famous City of Ba- 
bylon, which ftood on each fide the Euphrates, having Streets 
running from North to South Parallel with the River ; and 
others crofling thefe from Eaft to Weft: The Compafs of 
she Wall was about 365 Furlongs, or nearly (fays our Aue 
thor) 40 Miles: The height of it was so Cubits, and the 
breadth fo great, that Carts or Carriages might meet on the 
top of it, and pafs by one another without Danger. . : 
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faid to have been finifh’d in one Year by the Hands of 200000 
Workmen employ’d daily in it. Over the Euphrates there 
was a fumptuous Bridge, and at each end of the Bridge a 
magnificent Palace. It was famous for the Penfil Garden, fo 
call’d by Writers, becaufe it feem’d at a diftance to hang in 
the Air; being made not on the Ground, but at a confide- 
rable height from it, born up with fquare Pillars. In this 
Artificial Garden there are faid to have grown Trees which 
were no lefs than eight Cubits thick in the Body, and fifty 
Foot high. There ftood alfo in this City a beautiful Temple 
dedicated to Belys or Bel; and in the middle thereof ftood 
a Tower, which is fuppos’d by fome to have been the very 
Tower, or at leaft part of that Tower which was begun be- 
fore the Confufion of Tongues. é 

After this, Dr. Wells acquaints us by whom ic was built, 
enlarg’d, and beautify’d ; and what it was famous for: And 
in accounting for its Declenfion, he obferves, That this 
great and noble City, from the Afyrians, came into the 
Hands of the Per/ians, and from them to the Afacedontans. 
Here died Al-xander se Great, after whofe Death, his Ge- 
nerals, more regarding their own Interefts, than their com- 
mon Duty to their deceas’d Prince, let his Body lie eight 
Days unburied. Some fhort time after this great City began 
to decline, chiefly by the building of Se/ucta, but 309 Fur- 
longs, or near 40 Miles (by the bye: it feems difficult to | 
reconcile this with the 40 Milesin the precedent Paragraph) 
above Babylon, by Seleucus Nicanor, who is faid to have ere- 
&ed this new City nam’d from him out of Spleen to the Ba- 
bylonians, and to have drawn 500000 Perfons from Babylon 
for the peopling of this new City: Which by degrees robd 
Babylon, not only of its Glory and Greatnefs, but alfo of 
its very Name ; being exprefly call’d Babylon in fome an- 
cient Authors. And the want of obferving this has led 
fome into a miftake concerning the Situation of old Babylon. 
As to the feveral Steps whereby old Babylon declin’d, Curttus 
the Hiftorian tells us, That it was leflen’d one fourth in his 
time ; it was reduc’d to Defolation in the Time of Pliny ; 
and in the Days of St. Zerom was turn’d into a Park, in 


which the Kings of Perfia us‘d to Hunt; 
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Our Author gives us the modern State of Babylon from 
one Ranwolf, a German Phyfician, who faw and thus def- 
cribes the Condition of this Place, 4. D. 1574. By a {mall 
Village on the Ex«phrates, call’d Eulege or Feluge, is the Seat 
: of old Babylon, a Day and a halfs Journey from Bagdat: 
The Lands about it are fo dry and defolate, that one may 
juftly doubt the Fertility of it; and the greatnefs of this 
City too, if the vaft Ruins ftill to be feen did not banifh all 
Suspicion. There are ftill ftanding fome Arches of a Bridge 
over the River, which is here half a Mile broad, and ex. 
ceeding deep: Thefe Arches are built of Bricks, and won- 
derfully compaéted. A quarter of a Mile beneath the Vil- 
lage in a Plain, are the fallen Ruins of a Caftle, and be- 
yond that the Ruins of the Tower of Babil, half a German 
Mile in compafs, which is now a Receptacle of Serpents 
and venemous Creatures A little above the Fall of the 
Tigris into the Euphrates, is a City, now call’d Trax, for- 
merly Apamea: All that travel over thefe Plains will find 
vaft Numbers of the Ruins of very ancient, great and lof- 
ty Buildings, arched Towers, and other fuch like Strudtures 
of wonderful Archite@ture. There is only one Tower, which 
is called Daniel's, ftill intire and inhabited, from whence 
may be feen all the Ruins of this once vaft City; which 
fufficiently demonftrate the Truth of what ancient Writers 
have faid of its Greatnefs, by the vaftnefs of their Ex- 
tent. 

As to Nineveh, our Author obferves, That as famous a 
Place as it was formerly, its very Situation is not now with 
any Security to be difcover’d, the Prophecies of Nahum be- 
ing in this refped& litterally completed, Cap.i. ver. 8. and 
Chap. iti. ver, 17. in which he foretells, That God will fo 
deftroy Nixeveh, as that not fo much as the Place where it 
once flood fhall be known to after Ages. However, 
Dr. Wells offers fome ConjeGtures towards the Difcovery of 
the Situation of this once renowned City. And as to its 
greatnefs he obferves, That it exceeded even Babylon it felf 
in bignefs 5 being, according to Diodorus, 150 Furlongs in 
length, 90 1a breadth, and 430 in circumference. Nor was 
this noble:City of lefs Strength than Greatnefs ; the Walls 
of it being an hundred Foot high, and fo broad, that three 
Carts might go a-breaft on their top ; and along thefe ye 
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there were «§00 Turrets, each of ’em 200 Foot high: fo 
ftrong, that it was thought to be impregnable, and thar 


perhaps in refpect to an old Predidtion concerning it, which 
fignify’d, that the Town fhould never be taken till the Ri- 
ver became an Enemy toit: A Prediction which inducd 
Sardanapalus to make it the Seat of his War againft Belochus 
and Arbaces then in Arms againft him ; who having befieged 
it three Years without Succefs; at laft, the River over- 
flowing, carried before it twenty Furlongs of the Wall; 
which fo terrified the effeminate King Sardanapalus, that he 
burnt himfelf in the midft of his Treafures, and fo left the 
Town to the Befiegers. 

‘ Deftruction being threaten’d. to this City by the preach- 
ing of ‘fonas, it efcap’'d then upon Repentance: Brt the 
People going on in their wicked Courfes, it was deftroy’d 
by Afyzges King of the Medes, that it might no longer be 
an Encouragement to the Affyrians to rebel againft him, as 
formerly, againft fome of his Predeceflors. Upon, and, as 
it were, out of the Ruins hereof, is fuppos’d another City 
to have arifen, at no great diftance from the Situation of 
the former, and called by the fame Name; which wds the 
Nineveh that was ftanding in the time of Ammianus Marcel- 
linus aud Paulus Diaconus; and that on the Ea? of the River 


Lycus, whereas old Nimeveb was on the est. 


In his Sixth Chapter, our Author treats of Chaidea, Ur 
of the Chaldees, and Haran: And of Ur of the Chaldees in 
particular he obferves, That it lay in the Eaftern Part of 
Mefopotamia, which was fome time included under the Name 
Of Chaldea. And Haran, or Charran, he places in the Weft, 
or North-Weft Part of Méefopotamia. It is taken Notice of 
by Roman Writers on Account of a great overthrow there 
given by the Parthiams to the Roman Army under the Com- 
mand of Craffus, who was flain in the Battle, and was re- 
markable for his great Wealth: For his Eftate (befides 
the Tenth which he offered to Hercules, and Three 
Months Corndiftributed among the Poor) amounted to Seven 
thoufand One hundred Talents, which comes in our Mcney 


(fays Dr. Heylin) to 1331250 Pounds, 
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After this Dr. Wells comes to give an Account of the Land 
of Canaan, from the firft Plantation thereof after the Flood 
to Abraham’s coming thereto; as alfo of the Inhabitants 
of the adjacent Countries at the Time of Abraham’s coming 
into Canaan. And upon this he is very large: Arid then is 
particular upon the Sojourning of Abraham ; and under this 
Head takes Occafion to treat of the Vale of Siddim, and its 
five famous Cities Sodom, Gomorrah, <Admah, Z:boim and 
Bela, the laft of which Lot fled to when God rain’d down 
Fire from Heaven upon the reft; and becaufe he defir’d it 
might be fpar’d, as being a Jittle one, from that Time its 
Name was chang'd to Zoar. Our Author enquires. after this, 
whether the Ground of the Vale of Siddim was furnifh’d 
with Materials fit for the Burning of thofe Towns antece. 
dently to their terrible Deftru@tion; and is large in ma- 
king it appear that their Burning was not owing to natural 
Caufes, but to a miraculous Fire from Heaven. But for 
what he offers upon this Head, and for a great Number of 
_ Other curious and ufeful Particulars, the Inquifitive Reader 
muft be content to be referred to the Book it felf. 


2... 





A Grammar of the Englith Tongue; with Notes, giving the 
Grounds and Reafon of Grammar in general. To which is ad- 
ded a New Profodia; or, the Art of Englif Numbers. All 
adapted to the Ufe of Gentlemen and Ladies, as well as of the 
Schools of Great Britain, London, Printed for John Bright- 
land, and Sold by Mr. Guy in Lombard-ftreet, Zr. Sare a: 
Greys-inn-Gate, Mr, Brown at Temple-Bar, Zr. Mount 
on Tower-Hill, @c. 1711. 120. p. 180. 


'H E Character given-of this Piece by the Ingenious 

2 Mr. Bickerfaff isthis ; That it has done that Juftice 
to our Language which till now it never obtain’d ;_ the Zext 
being what will improve the moft Ignorant, and the Notes 
what will employ the moft Learned. If the Author comes 
up to this Charaéter, the Work before us muft be owndto 
bea very ufeful Piece; and the Cenfor of Great Britain is in 
molt 
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moft Particulars efteem’d not only an Excellent but an Im- 
partial Judge. It may not therefore be improper to hint at 
{ome few Paflages of the Work before us in this Place; fe- 
lecting fuch as will be moft likely to give tbe Judicious Rea- 
der an Idea of the Nature of this Performance. 

In a fhort Introduction to this Work, our Author lays it 
_ down, That Grammar is the Knowledge or Art of expref- 
fing our Thoughts in Words joyn'd together in Sentences, 
according. to the Ufe, Form, and Propriety of every 
Tongue, either in Speaking or Writing. And he adds, 
That this in Englifh, as well as all other Languages, is 
built on, and confifts of Letters, Syllables, Words and 
Sentences. The Second being produc’d by the various Con- 
junction of the Firs#; and the various joining of the Second 
begetting the Tird, as the different putting together of the 
Third does the Fourth, In the perfect Knowledge of thefe 
Four Heads confifts the whole Art of Grammar: And ac- 
cordingly, our Author divides the Work before us into four 
Parts ; treating firft of Letters ; fecondly of Syllables; third- 
ly of Words ; and fourthly of Sentences. 

Ina Note upon his Definition of the Art of Grammar, our 
Author obferves, That the Modern as well as Old Gramma- 
rians have given us various Definitions of this very ufeful 
Art: That ofa certain Author feems ta him defeGtive, when 
he fays, Grammar isthe Art of Speaking; fince ’tis plain, a 
Maftery of it is of more Confequence in Writing ; the So. 
lecifms of vulgar Difcourfe pafling unheeded, tho’ they 
woud be monftrous in Writing. But, fays that Author, to 
{peak is to explain our Thoughts by thofe Signs which Men 
have invented to that End. And our Author obferves, 
That we find the moft convenient Signs, are Sounds and the 
Voice: But becaufe thefe Soundsare tranfient and pafs away,, 
Men have invented other Signs, to render them more durable 
and permanent, as wellas vifible, or Objetts of the Eye ; 
which are the Characters us’d in Writing, call’d by the 
Greeks Tetuyale, .whence our Term of Grammar is deriv’d. 
Two things Our Author confiders in thefe Signs: The fir/, 
What they are by their Nature, 4. ¢, as Sounds and Chara- 
Sers: The fecond, Their Signification, i.e. the Manner in 
which Men make ufe of ’em, to exprefs their Thoughts. 


Upon 
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Upon the Letters our Author is very large ; defining in the 
frft Place, a Letter to be a Chara&er or Mark either in Print 

or Writing,which denotes the various Motions or Pofitions 
* of the Inftruments of Speech, either in producing or ending 
* of Sounds,’ Or thus, ‘ A Letter is a Mark and Sign ex. 
_ © preffing a Sound us’d in conveying our Thoughts to each 
© other in Speech.’ And Letters being evidently the Foun. 
dation of the Whole of Grawsmar, our Author rightly ob- 
ferves, that theyought in the firft Place to be thoroughly 
confider’d ; and all thofe Rules which Induftry and Obferya. 
tion have been able to furnifh, to be laid down in fucha 
manner, that the Underftanding of the Learner being in fome 
Meafure informed of the Reafons of Things, may not pafs 
thro’ a Work of this Nature to fo little Purpofe, as to learn 
only a few Words by Rote. This is the Reafon why he is fo 
large upon them both in general and in particular: Premi- 
fing in his Notes a Phyfical Account of the Inftruments of 
Speech, and their Methods of producing Sounds in general, 
- and in particular fuch and fuch determinate Sounds adapted 
to thefe and thofe Letters ; which is too large to be tran- 
fcribed into this Place, tho’ of confiderable Ufe in rightly 
Teachingthe Art of Spelling, as appears more clearly from 
what our Author advances farther upon this firs? general 
Head. 

Astothe firft Inventor ‘of Letters, our Author aflerts, 
That the Chinefe are allowd the Palm in this particu- 
Jar: For their frs¢# King Fobi, who lived 1400 Years before 
Mofes, 500 betore Memes the first King of Egypt, and 2950 
before Chri, was the Author of this Invention ; and writ in 
their Language a Book call’d Yekim, which is the Oldeft in 
the World. But this was in Parts too remote, and which had 
£0 little Communication with that part of the World, that 
was only known till thefe later Days, by the Improvement of 
Navigation, that, in-our Author’s Opinion, we may reafonably . 
make another Enquiry after the Original of Letters in the 
hither Partsof Afi2, Egypt and Europe. And here he looks 
upon it as more than probable, from the A¢ummies and Obe- 
disks, that Hieroglyphicks were in thefe Parts the firft manner 
of Writing, even prior to Mofes ; the Pyramides and Obelisks 
‘being made, at leaft in a great Meafure, while yet the J/rae- 


dites were in Slavery to the Egyptians, and by confequence 
not 
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not very well qualified for Inventions fo curious and 
judicidus. 





But whether Cadmus and the Pheniciaus learnt this from 
the Egyptians, or their Neighburs of Fudah and Samaria, 
our Author looks upon it as what may reafonably be made a 
Queftion; fince the Bible wrote in Letters is more likely to 
have inform’d them than the Hieroglyphicks of Egypt- But 
whenfoever the Phenicians learnt this Art, our Author looks 
upon it as generally agreed on, That Cadmas the Son of 
Agenor firft brought Letters into Greece, whence ia fubfequent 
Ages they {pread all over Europe’ 

Our Author obferves further, in his Notes upon the Letters 
in general, That as the Difference of the articulate Sounds 
was to exprefs the different Ideas and Thoughts of the Mind ; 
fo it is certain, that one Letter was intended to fignify only 
one Sound; and not, asat prefent, now toexprefSone Sound 
and then another; which has brought in that Confufion that 
has rendred the Learning of our Modern Tongues extreme- 
ly difficult ; whereas if the various Sounds were conftantly 
exprefs'd by one Numerical Letter, more than half that dif. 
ficulty wou’d be remov’d. But fince le does not here under- 
taketo reform, or indeed to make a New Alphabet, as fome 
have vainly, againft the Stream, or full Tide of Cuftom 
attempted ; but to explain and deliver Rules about that 
which we have; and according to thofe Errors and Miftakes 
which Ufe, the inviolable Rule and Right of Speaking and 
Writing, has confecrated; he looks upon it, that an En- 
deavour fo to order the Letters, as that one fhou'd fignify only 
one Sound, woud be as ufelefs as fingular. 

After this he proceeds to treat of the Vowels in general and 
in particular: Anda Vowel in general he defines “ a Letter 
© denoting a full Sound made in the Throat, which may be 
“¢ pronounc’d without the Help or Joyning of any Letter to 
“ it:” Whereas, “‘ a Confonant, which derives its Name 
“ from founding with another, cannot be founded without 
““ adding a Vowel before or afterit.” Upon the Vowels tn 
general he has fome curious Notes, asalf{o upon each in par- 
ticular ; and concludes what he offers upon this Subjeé&, with 
fome Obfervations upon their Formation; which, well ftu- 
dy’d, will, in his Opinion, be a great Help to the Art ot 
Spelling : but they are too large to be taken ever in Sub- 
Ssss ftance 
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ftance unto this Place. After them he treats of the double 
Vowels proper and improper ; and then of the feveral Kinds 
ef Confonants ; and concludes what he fays upon them with 
feveral very curious Notes worthy the Perufal of thofe wha 
have fpent the moft Time and Pains upon this nice and diffi- 
cult Subjed.. } 


In his Second Part our Author treats of Syllables, and a 
Syllable he definesto be “ a compleat Sound utter’d in one 
“ Breath ; which fometimes confifts of one Vowel or double 
“ Vowel 3 fometimes of one Vowel or double Vowel joyn'd to 
“ one or more Confonants, not exceeding feven in Number.” 
In his Notes upon this Definition he gives us feveral other 
Definitions of Great Men. And at the End of his /econd Se- 
&ion, our Author lays down a new Method of Learning to 
read inall Languages, as he finds it ina French Author; and 
which perhaps an ingenions Schoolmafter may improve to the 
Advantage of his Scholars. To which he adds what 
Mr. Lodwick, our own Countryman, has advane’d on the 
fame Head. 


The third Part is upon Words: And Introduétorily to 
what he offers upon this noble Subje&t, our Author obferves, 
That by Words we are able to exprefs our Thoughts or Sen- 
timents of all that we fee, feel, hear, taft, touch or under- 
ftand. All Knowledge, proceeds our Author, draws its O- 
riginal from the Senfes ; and our Perception, Judgment and 
Reafoning, under which the feveral Clafles or Orders of 
Words are rang’d, proceeds from thefe Notices of Things 
and Beings; and their Relation to eachother; and have no 
other Source. By thefe we know that there are Things; 
that thefe Things have certain Qualities, Beings, Actions, 
or Paflions, Gc. Whence it feems pretty plain, That the 
Words which are to exprefs our Sentiments of fhefe Things, 
muft bear fome Proportion and Likenefs to the Things they 
are to exprefs: Being therefore in Converfation to exprefs 
or fignify all the Obje@s of our Senfes, and the menial or 
intelleQual Deduions frem them. Words are naturally to 
that End to be divided into four Original Clafles or Orders, 
wiz. Things, or rather the Names of Things; the Quality 
of thofe Things ; the Circumftances, A‘tions, Paffions. and 

Beings 
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Fe me 


Beings of Things ; with their - Relations, Regards and Con- 
nections to, and with each other in Sentences. Upon each 
of thefe Heads our Author is large and full; and every one 
will fee, who will take the Pains to confult him upon this 
Subjedt. | 

Upon this Introductory Part to his Téird SeAion our Au- 
thor has large Notes: In the frs¢ of which he defines a “ord 
to be “ adiftinét, articulate Sound, which Men have made 
© the audible Sign of fome one of their Thoughts.” Or, if 
we take it from Words, as both written and fpoken, he gives 
us this Definition of them: ‘“* Words are diftin@, articulate 
** Sounds, implying bycommon Confent fome Thoughts or 
** Operations of the Mind, exprefs’d by fome certain Marks, 
“¢ Figures, or Characters, agreed on by Men as the vifible 
* Signs of thofe Sounds and Thoughts.” 

And inthe Second he obferves, That Man being a conver- 
fible Animal, and form’d for Society, there was a Neceflity 
of fome Way or Means of conveying the Mind or Thoughts 
of one Man toanother; which tho’ it might be in fome 
Meafure done bythe Eyes, Hands, Fingers, Motions and ge- 
fticulations of the Body, dc. As inthe Pantomimes of the 
Ancients, and the Mutes. of the Seraglio, ec. Yet thofe be- 
ing more imperfe&t, as well as more troublefome and tedi- 
ous; Nature, which always choofes the eafieft and moft effi- 
cacious Way, directs Mankind to impart the Sentiments of 
his Mind rather by the Voice and the Motions of the Tongue, 
which are more eafie in the feveral Variations of Sounds, than 
any other Way. For this Reafon, proceeds our Author, Men 
have diftinguifh’d every Modification of the Voice by a par- 
ticular Letter ; and tho’ thefe Letters are not many in Num- 
ber, yet are they by their various Conjun@tions fufficient for 
all the Languages that ever were, or ever can be in the Uni- 
verfe: They are indeed but Twenty fix in our Tongue, and 
yet they be fo varioufly difpos’d as to make more than 576 
feveral Words of two Letters ; and Twenty fix times as many 
Words may be found of three Letters ; that is to fay 15006; 
and Twenty fix times as many more may be made of four 
Letters, that is, 900036 ; and foonin Proportion. From 
which manifold Generation of Words from the various Com- 
bination of Letters we may judge of their vaft Variety ; as 
being indeed not much lefs than Infinite. 
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In his Fourth, and laft Part, our Author defines a Sentence 
to be a Syftem of at leaft three Words, by which fome Sen. 
timent or Thought of the Mind. is exprefs’d: And the con. 
firuétion of a Sentence is the regular Connection of the Words 
in the Form of Nature; which is generally more regarded 
by the Englifh and other modern Languages, than by thofe 
of the Ancients, Our Author proceeds upon this Subjeé ; 
and concludes his Difcourfe of Confruction with a few Words 
relating to the Compofition of a Period, and to Figurative 
Conftru@ion ; which I cannot tranfcribe into this Place, 





ain 





A Demonftration of the Truth and Divinity of the Cbriffian Relia 
gion, as it is propos'd to us in the Scriptures of the New Testa. 
ment. In feveral Difecu-fes. To which is annex’d, A Dif- 

courfe in general, to prove, That Matrers of Faith are at lea 
equally, if not more demonftrable, in the firittcft Senfe of that 
Word, than thofe of Reafon. By Robert Green, 4. AZ. and 
Fellow of Clare-Hall. Cambridge, Printed at the Univer- 
fity-Prefs, for Edmund Jeffery, and Robert Chapman, Book- 
fellers in Cambridge. 1711. 8v0. Peg. 216, 


¥ N a Preface to thefe Difcourfes, Mr. Gréen gives us feveral 

] Reafons why he appears at this time of ‘the Day in Vin- 
dication of the Truth and Divinity of the Chriftian Reli- 
gion, after fo many Learned ‘Men, ‘who have oblig’d the 
World with.Treatifés upon ‘this Noble Subject ; and put it 
beyond reafonable Contradiction, over and over again, that 
in embracing Chriftianity we have not fillow’d cunningly digis'd 
Fables, but the ftritteft Truth ; manifefted to us in the moft 
eouvincing and ‘illuftrious Manner, and fupported by fuch 
Arguments as the Wit and Malice of ‘Men or ‘Devils hall 
never be able to'elude. Indeed, this noble Subject is in it 
felf inexhauftible, as well as infinitely beautiful; and as the 
Face of Infidelity is ever varying, the Arguments for Chri- 
ftianity will advantagebully admit of being fer time after 
time in fuch a new ‘Light as will reprefent #¢ in the moft 
Lively manner, under whatever Shape ‘it dppe#:s, in its 
Deformity. : 
n 
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In the beginning of the Difcourfes themfelves our Author . 
takes it for granted, That the Divine Authority-of any Wri- 
tings, and fo of the Holy Scriptures, muft neceflarily depend 
either upon their own intrinfick Evidence, or upon fome ex- 
ternal Teftimony : He makes it therefore his Bufinefs to fhew 
in the Sequel, the Divine Authority of the Scriptures, and 
therein the Truth of the Chriftian Religion. Firf, From 
External Teftimony, independent of, and feparate from their 
Internal; And Secondly, From their Internal Teftimony di- 
ftin& and abftraéted from the External ; from the Majefty 
and Greatnefs of the Doétrines they comprehend, as fupe- 
riour to any Thing elfe but the Divine Chara@ter and Autho- 
rity with which they are invefted. He begins with the Ex- 
ternal Teftimony, which confifts of two Parts, the Humane, 
and the Divine External Teftimony. 

The Aumane Teftimony which we have for the Truth of 
thefe Sacred Cracles of our Holy Religion he confiders Firf : 
On which, at this diftance of Time, the Divine External 
Teftimony mult of Neceflity be founded ; it being impoffible 
for us to know that there was one Miracle wrought, one 
dead Perfon rais’d to Life, unlefs from the Aflurance and 
Obfervations of thofe who were Eye-witnefles of it. Our 
Author therefore makes it his Bufinefs, in the fir Place, to 
enquire what it is that is requifite to the making any Hu- 
mane Teftimony infallible, in the prefent Circumftances of 
Time and Place fo remote from us: And then he examines, 
Whether we have not all the Demonftration that is poflible 
in our Cafe, for the certainty of thefe Holy Writings. 
And what makes Human Teftimony indifputable, in our Au- 
thor’s Opinion, is, the Veracity of the Attefters, and a 
continued Succeflion of ’em from the earlieft Times, from 
the very Times in which the Books of Scripture were wrote. 
If the Authority of ’em has been conftantly maintain’d from 
their firft Publication tiiro’ all Ages of the Church, by Men 
whofe Fidelity and Credit we have no manner of Reafon to 
fufpea& ; there cannot be any thing more, in Mr. Green’s Ap- 
prehenfion of thefe Matters, to be reafonably defir'd for our 
Satisfaction in this Point. And that we have fuch Humane 
Teftimony, as is altogether irrefiftible, for the Truth of 
the Holy Scriptures, he proves at large, thro’ all the firlt 


Ages of the Church, to the very Times when nee 
piv Gy 
































694 The Works of the LEARnep, 

liv’d, when the Holy Ghoft made ufe of to compile the fe- 
veral Books of the New Teftament. And the Veracity of 
the Attefters he makes it his BufinefS in the next Place to 
put beyond all reafonable Exception, Qur Author is large 
upon thefe Particulars, but I have not room to tranfcribe fo 
much as the Subftance of them into this Place. 


In deducing the Internal Evidence for the Truth of the 
Scriptures, Mr. Green confiders, Fir, Their Style or Me- 
thod ; and Secondly, The Matter or Subje& of them: As to 
the former of thefe, he fhews at large, That the Writers of 
thefe Books were not Men of Artifice, but of Innocence and 
Integrity ; not qualify’d for impofing upon the World, but 
fuch as difcover themfelves upon all Occafions to have an 
Eye to nothing elfe but a punctual and faithful Delivery of 
Matter of Fa&; as appears from the Simplicity of their 
Style; the Inaccuratenefs of their Narrations as to Time 
and Order, and the feeming Contradictionsin them,€c. vifible 
upon fo many Occafions. Which makes Mr. Green look upon 
the Hiftorical Accounts of our Saviour’s Actions recorded in 
the New Teftament, as Occafional Memoirs, writ in feveral 
Places, and with feveral Views ; in the Writing of which, 
the Holy Spirit of God led the blefled Evangelifts into all 
neceflary Truths for the Propagation of the Chriftian Faith 
and’Religion ; leaving them fallible in other Matters, that 
even the circumftantial Errors and Miftakes which would of 
courfe refule from their Fallibility,might be an Advantage to 
the real Truths which they propounded to the World. 


For let us confider, proceeds our Author, what Opinion 
we fhou’d probably have had of the Gofpels, if they had all 
of ’em been writin the fame Order, and in the very fame 
Words and Expreffions: What fhou’d any of us have con- 
cluded,unlefs that they tranfcrib’d from each other, and that 
the Evidence of all of *em together was no more than that 
of one fingle Evangelift ? On the other Hand, when we 
perceive ’em to differ in their Expreffions, and not only fo, 
but in other Matters likewife, which are of as little Impor- 
tance; we have all the Reafon In the World to believe that 
thefe Gofpels were writ by Perfons who did not confult to 
éranfcribe from each other; and that they are true, _ 

. what 
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what concerns our Faith and Belief as Chriftians, upon that 
Account; fince abftraGing from their Expreffion and other 
foreign Circumftances, which fignify nothing to the Matter 
contained inthem; and notwithftanding they were appae 
rently penn’d by Men who were not confcious to each others 
Defigns, yet they very punctually agree in the falutary Do- 
&rines, and in the miraculous A@ions they propofe to our 
Affent. 

As tothe Matter of the Holy Scriptures, our Author ar- 
gues from thence for their Truth and Divinity, in feveral 
ways not eafily to be evaded. And here he obferves and 
proves, That there are fome Paflages of Hiftory, exprefs’d 
in thefe Books, fo very minute and fingular, and which are 
fo peculiarly adapted to thofe Times in which they are 
fuppofed to have been firft extant, as to be a confiderable 
Evidence that they were writ in thofe Times to which we 
fix their firft Appearance in the World: He argues farther 
for the fame Point, from thofe private References we meet 
with to Perfons and Things, which cannot be explain‘d with- 
out fixing the Scriptures in the Age of the Apoftles. 

And whereas there is fomethipg in the Air and Meen of 
Perfons, which as much diftinguifhes them as any thing elfe 
whatfoever ; our Author rightly obferves, That it is fo in 
Writings, and particularly with relation to the Scriptures; 
where the natural and genuin Way in which they are writ, 
as any one wou’d have writ who had liv’din thofe Times, is 
as great a Proof that they were writ in thofe Times as can 
Poffibly be had or fuppos’d. He obferves farther, That 
Men generally receive their Temper and the Complexion of 
their Minds from the Converfation they keep, and the Prin- 
ciples they imbibe, which, together with their natural Pow- 
ers and Faculties, is that which fets a Diftiaction upon them, 
by which they are differenc’d from allothers: And fo itis 
in Ages, which are likewife diftinguifh’d by their Inclina- 
tions and Humours, aud the various Circumftances which 
furround them ; fo thata Man, as it were, takes his 
Being and Conftitution from the Age he Lives ia, and his 
Thovghts are wholly turn’d and fram’d to the Occurrences 
of it; and confequently it is as impoflible for a Writer of 
one Age to put on all the Qualifications and Peculiarities that 
are the effect and refult of the former ; as it is to Place him- 

felf 
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- felf in thofe certain and diftinguifhing Circumftances which 
are the Occafion of them; or as it is for a Man, who has 
been from his Infancy leaven’d and charg’d with one kind 
and fet of Thoughts, to shift and change ’em as he pleafes 
for another: There is fomething that is fingular in all Ages 
which cannot be tranfcrib’d into a fucceeding, no more than 
_- one Perfon can transform himfelf into any other Perfon who 
is as different from him as can be well imagin’d. And thus 
it is in the prefent Gafe ; the Apoftles write as Men who 
liv'd and convers’d in the Age in which Chriftianity was {rf 
-promulg’d to the World, and not as thofe who put on the 
bare femblance of fuch Authors, and endeavour only to Per- 
fonate and Reprefent ’em: which is avery good Argument 
that their Books are as old as we contend for ; and belong 
to the Perfons whofe Names they bear. Our Author pro- 
duces other Arguments of like Nature and Force with this, 
as Internal Human Teftimonies that the Scriptures were 
written in thefe Times, and by thofe Perfons, which have 
been ‘in the feveral Ages of the Church unanimoufly attri- 
buted and affix’d to’em; which 1 have nos room to take 
notice of, or tranfcribe into this Place, 


In the next Place our Author proceeds to fhew the Vera- 
city and Truth of the Holy Pen-Men of thefe Books, which 
he has prov’d already to have been writ by the Apoftles 
and Difciples of our Blefled Saviour: And their Vera- 
city he proves at large from feveral Heads; as their not 
concealing or diflembling even thofe Paflages in. which the 
Enemies of our bleffed Lord ate reprefeated to reproach his 
Perfon, or derogate from his Religion ; their not being 
nicely careful to agree in all Punétualities of Time or Place, 
or other Circumftances relating to feveral Fa&s which they 
record ; the Completion of the Prophecies contain’d in 
‘them is another Argument he alledges for the Veracity ot 
the Holy Writings: To which if we add, That the Temper 
and Genius of the Doétrine advanc’d in the Holy Scriptures is 
dire&tly oppofite to any bafe or finifter Defigns of deceiving 
‘or impofing upon others, we cannot but conclude in favour 
of the Veracity of the Pen-men of the Holy Scriptures. 


a 


Mr. Green 
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Mr.Green Comes in the next Place to the External Evi- 
dences we have for the Veracity of the Scriptures: As the 
incapacity the Authors of them were into puta Failacy 
upon the World ; the difficulty of fucceeding ~in an Im- 
pofture of fo peculiar and complicated a nature,of Forging 
and infifting upon Faéts, which (were they not real) their 
Fraud cou’d not poflibly mifs of being dete@ed, and of 
pafling upon the World Doétrines dire&tJy contrary to the 
corrupt Tendencies of Flefh and Blood upon Faés,which if 
examin’d into, wou’d be found Fictions: And asthe An- 
thors of thefe Holy Books underwent the fevereft Perfecuti- 
‘onsand Martyrdomsin defence of theDo@rins they contain’d 
and fo did many that follow’d’em for feveral Centuries after 
the firft commencement of Chriftianity, and the Church 
‘hasfrom Age to Age in all its variety of Circumftances, 
and in fome times when it had fo corrupted it felf, as to 
‘make it for its feeming Intereft to reject ’em, conftanrly 
and uninterruptedly born Teftimony to ’em: Hence we 
‘may lawfully conclude, the undoubted Veracity of the 
‘Holy Scriptures. Tothefe, our Author fubjoins feveral 
‘other Arguments of no inconfiderable Force; and con- 
cludes what ‘he offers upon this Head with the Evidences 
we have for the Veracity of the Scriptures from Foreign 
Witneffes, who either diffented from the Chriftian Faith, 
or were not profefs’d Advocates of it. 

The firft he mentions, is -Abgarus Prince of Edeffz, a 
City in Syria, whofe Epiftle to our Lortd is ftill extant ; 
‘the Purport of which, atter his Salutation to the Bleffed 
Saviour of Mankind, is, “* That he had heard of the mi- 
** raculous-Cures he had perform’d, without any Affiftance 
“ either cf Herbs or Medicines ; that he had made the 
* Blindto fee, the Lame to walk, and cleans’d the Le- 
pers; that he had caft out Devils; that he had heal’d 
** thofe who had lain under the preffure of a lingring Hl- 
-nefs, and that he had rais’d the Dead ; that upon the 
“ Bame and Report of thefe Things, he cou’d not bur 
think him to be God, and fent from Heaven; or at 
* Jeaft the Son of God, who wrought fuch ftupendous 
“* Miracles; wherefore he earnettly befeeches him to come 
 tohim, and Cure him of his grievous Malady with which 
* he was then detain’d ; thac he had been inform’d of si 
eet oa 
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“© ill Treatment he met with fromthe Fews, and therefore 
“ requefted of him, that he wowd repair to Edeff2, where 
“ he fhoud meet with a different Reception.” This E- 
piftle was tranfcrib’d from the ancient Monuments and 
Records of that City by Eufebins, and Ephrem of Edeffa makes 
an honourable mention of it: Which Authorities were 
thought fo good by Bifhop Pearfon, that he did not in the 
leaft doubt of the Genuinnefs of this Epittle.- 

To which our Saviour gave this remarkable Anfwer in 
writing, * Bleffed art thou, Abgarus, who when thou haft 
* not feen me, yet haft believed in me ; for it is written 
** of me, that thofe who have feen me believe not in me ; 
** that thofe who have not feen me, might believe and 
“ live ; whereas thou writeft to me to come to thee, I muft 
** perform thofe things here for which I was fent, and 
then muft return to him that fent me: But after my 
“* Affumption, I will fend one of my Difciples, who fhall 
** heal thee of the Diftemper with which thou art fo much 
* Affli&eds and fhall give Life to thee and thine.” Which, 
as the Ecclefiaftical Writers affure us, was afterwards done 
by Thaddeus. This Epiftle, in Mr. Green’s opinion, feems 
to be writ fo exadly with the Spirit, andin the Stile of our 
Bleffed Lord, as he is reprefented by the facred Hiftorians, 
that we cannot imagin it to be Counterfeited, with any 
pretence or colour of Reafon. However, there are feveral 
Objéctions made againft}the genuinnefs of both thefe E- 
piftles, which our Author endeavours to anfwer ; and con- 
cludes, after he has anfwer'd them, that in all probability 
they are really genuin. 

The fecond Teftimony which Mr. Green produces, is that 
of Pilate in his Ads, and the Relation he gave of what had 
happened in Fudea to Tiberius: That Letter which is now 
extant, and goes under his name, is to this effect ; “ That 
ri the Fews out of Envy had deliver’d to him, and after- 
_ wards Crucify'd their Mefiah, the holy One, who was 
_, tent from God, who had ‘open’d the Eyes of the Blind ; 

had cleanfed the Lepers; cur’d thofe who had the Pal- 
fie ; caft out Devils; rais’d the Dead; made the Winds 
_, Obey him ; walk’d upon the Sea ; and did many other 
' things which he had not time to enumerate.” Whether 
or no this Letter is that which Pilate wrote, our Author 

gran 's; 
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grants, it is not very certain: Butthat hedid write, and 
that the Emperor upon it made a Report of thefe Things 
tothe Senate, which they rejected, becaufe they were not 
firft acquainted with ‘em, is witneffed by Tertullian, Eufcw 
bius, Orefius, and the earlieft Writers of the Chrittian 
Church : And that there were publick Minutes taken at 
_ Ferufalem of what was done in relation to tlie Condemning 

of our Lord by Pilate, Fuftin Martyr affirms in his Apology 
to Antoninus Pins. Our Author next alledges the Teftimony 
of ‘Fofephus, and vindicates it from all Exceptions: And 
then proves the Truth of our Religion from the falfe Pre- 
tenfions of Siemon Magus and Apollonius Tyanews, and other 
Heads; for which the Reader muft have Recourfe to the 
Book it felf. 

That the Scriptures, and the Doctrine they contain come 
from God, that is, That the Chriftian Religion is no hu- 
man Inftitution, but had its Rife from the Divine Author 
ofall Things, our Author proceeds to prove by feveral 
invincible Arguments: Viz. Firff, Becaufe the Scriptures 
_themfelves affirm it, which he has already fhewn to be true: 

Secondly, Becaufe the Genius and Temper of Chriftianity 
is fuch, that-no other but an infinitely Good and All-wife 
Being cou’d offer to us fuch great and noble Principles as 
thofe which it enjoyns : Tdirdly, Becaufe it was propaga- 
ted and confirm’d by thofe miraculous Powers, which it 
was impoflible for any one to have, unlefs by an immediate 
Derivation from God himfelf: And, Lafly, he proves the 
fame thing from that wonderful Providence which was ob- 
fervable in the furprifing Progrefs of the Gofpel, without 
any human Means or Affiftanee that was in the leaft equal 
to the Effeé& which was produc’d, the Converfion, in a 
manner, of the whole World. Under the Firf of thefe 
Heads, after having fhewn that the Scriptures were given by 
Infpiration of God, our Author examins what that Infpiration 
was, how far it extended, and how far it left thofe that 
were Infpir’d to the Ufe of their own natural Faculties, 
and upon thefe nice Enquiries he is large ; which he (not 
improperly) calls Problems in Divinity which deferve our 
greateft Caution, as well as our beft Attention to explain. 
But for what he advances upon thefe difficult and tender 
Subjects, the Reader muft be content to be referi’d to the 
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Under the Second Head, our Author looks upon it, That 
the Doétrine of the SatisfaGion of ‘Fefus Chrift for the Sins 
of Mankind ; and the Chriftian Commandment of an U- 
niverfal Difinterefted Love for our Enemies as well as 
Friends, are what cou’d come only from God, a Being both 
infinitely Wife and Good. Under the Head of Miracles, 
our Author has feveral Particularities which, Iam_ afraid, 
are not as irrefragably true asthe Religion they are broughr 
to Eftablifh: He reckons the taking into Confideration the 
Nature of the Do@rins in order_to prove the Divinity of 
the Miracles, from whence we infer the Truth of the Re- 
ligion they are wrought to Eftablifh an inconclufive, if 
not a Circular way of Reafoning ; tho’ the contrary is de- 
monftrable. And the great Principle he goes upon in this 
Cafe is this, That God does not permit either good or evil 
Angels to interpofe in human Affairs, by working of Mi- 
racles properly fo called, without his immediate Com- 
miffion, and Inftru€tions ; and by confequence, where 
any thing is perform’d in a miraculous Manner, above the 
fettled Rules of Nature, or our own actings ; that is, where 
an effect is produc’d which is apparently difproportion’d 
to the Caufe, we may reafonably conclude it is done by 
the particular Finger and Dire@ion of God, and by a ma- 
nifeft Appointmenc and Defignation of the Divine Will. 
And if this Principle is admitted (which he labours at large 
to make good) that it is of no importance to us to know, 
in his Opinion, whether evil Spirits can naturally work 
Miracles or not: Since upon the Suppofition that they can, 
the Truth of our Religion will be fully afferted; and if 
they cannot, it is then plain that they are the Efforts and 
Adtions of the fupreme Mind. : 

Upon the laft of the Four Heads mention’d, our Author 
treats in his Ninth Difcourfe, which finifhes his Demonftra- 
tion of the Truth and Divinity of our Holy Religion. 

And then follows his Difcourfe, in which he attempts to 
~prove that matters of Faith are equally, if not more de- 
monhftrable, than thofe of Reafon.. Which Difcourfe I 

have not room to give any Account of in this Place. Who- © 
ever confiders that it is by the Ufe of our Reafon, that we 
come by any certainty of our Faith ; and that if our Kea- 


fon is not true, our Faith can have no ground to ftand up- 
: on, 
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on,and that as we have more orlefs Evidence for our Faiths 
the more reafonable arethe Proofs brought to fatisfie us that 
it came from God ; that is, that the certainty of Reafonis 
the Foundation of the certainty of Faich; and confequent- 
ly that this Proportion cannot be true, in Proof of which 
however Mr. Green is content to fpenda great many Pa- 
es; will betempted to confult the Book I have been givin 
se Account of, to fee what can be faid in Defence of fo 
unaccountable a Paradox. . 


The State of Learning.. 


FRANCE, 
Hu: du Grand Genghizcin premier Empereur des anciens 
Mogols & Tartares, divifée en quatre Livres contenant la 
vie de ce grand Can, fon elevetion, fes Conquetes, avec lHittoire 
abregée de fes fuccefleurs qui regnent encore A prefent. Les 
Moeurs, les Cotitumes, les loix des anciens Mogols & Tartares, 
& la Geographie des vaftes Pais de Mogoliftan ‘Turqueft an Capf- 
chac Yugureftan, & de la Tartarie orientale & occidentale: Tra- 
duite & compilée de plufieurs Auteurs orientaux, & de Voyageurs 
Europeans dont on voit les noms a la fin avec un abrege de leurs 
vies Parfeu M. Petis de la Croix, Secretaire Interprete du Roy es 
-Lanfues Turquefque & Avabefque. . A Paris, dans la Boutique de 
Claude Barbin chez-la Vauve Jombars, au Palais, fur le fecond 

~ Perron de la Sainte Chapelle. 1710. in 120, p. 562. 

Lettres de L’Auteur, du Commentaire Litteral fur la Genefe, 
~ pour fervir de Refponfe a la Critique de M. Fourmont contre cet 
ouvrage. A Paris chez Pierre Emery, Quay des Auguftins a 

YEcu de France. 1710. in 120, pag. 160, 

FLANDERS. 

Corporis Humani Anatomiz Liber primus, in quo tam Veterum 
quam Recentiorum Anatomicorum inventa Methodo nova & intel- 
. Jeétu facillima defcribuntur, ac tabulis wreis reprefentancur, Au- 
thore Philip Verhien in Univerfitate Lovanienfi Art, & Med. Doct, 
Anat. & Chirurg, Profeffore Regio & Ordinario. Editio fecunda 
ab Authore recognita novis Obfervationibus & inventis pluribufq; 
figuris au@ta. Bruxellisapad Fratres T’ferftevens, Bibliopolus. 17 10. 

Supplementum Anatomicum, five Anatomice Corporis Humani 
Liber fecundus, in quo partium folidarum Libro primo deferi- 

ptarium 
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ptariem ufus & munia explicantur, Accedit de(riptio Anatomica 
partiam foetui & recenter nato propriarum, item Controverfia de 


foramine ovali inter Authorem & Dom. Mery. Authore Phili 
Verheyen, Bruxellis apud Fratres T’ferftevens. 


p. 4.28. 
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Mitcellanea Berolinenfia ad Incrementum Scientiarum ex Scriptis 
Societati Regis Scientiarum exhibitis edita, cum figuris eneis & 
indice materiarum. Berolini, fumptibus Johan. Chrift. Papenij, Bib- 
~ Hopolx Regij & Societatis Privilegiati. 1710. 


BOOKS Publifh’d this Month, and not Abridg’d. 


Sermon Preach’d in Lam- 
beth Chapel, Nov. 19th. 
at the Confecration of 

the Bifhop of Briftol and St. Da- 
vids, By F. Adams, D. D. 
Printed for 7. Bowyer. 
The Wife Man’s Counfel up- 
-onthe Teft. In a Sermon Preach’d 
before the Honourable Lieute- 
nancy of the City of London, in 
the Parifh Church of St. Law- 
vence-Fury, Nov. 19. By R. Wel- 
ton, D. D. Printedfor $. Manfhip. 
Moft Faults on One Side: 
“Or, The Shallow Politicks, Foos 
lifh Arguing, and Villanous De- 
figns‘of the Author of a late 
Pamphlet,entitled,Faults on Both 
‘Sides, &e. Sold by F. Morphew. 
The True Charafter of a 
Rigid Presbyter, &c. By March 
“Nedhbam. Sold by 7. Morphew. 
Sir Thomas Double at Court, 
and in High Perferments, &c. 
Sold by 7, Morphew. 
A Teft of the Trueft Church 
Man, €8c. Printed for ¥. Morphew. 
The Doétrine of Non-Re- 
fiftance, &c. Stated and Vine 
dicated, &c. By #. Gatton, Vi- 
car of Dinton. Printed for Rich. 
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